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Rules and Regulations 


Title 6—AGRICULTURAL 
CREDIT 

Chapter V—Consumer and Marketing 
Service, Department of Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER B—EXPORT AND DOMESTIC 
CONSUMPTION PROGRAMS 

p ART 530 — POULTRY AND POULTRY 
PRODUCTS 

Cross Reference: For a document 
transferring the regulations in Subchap¬ 
ter B (consisting of Part 530) of Chapter 
V to Chapter I of Title 7 and recodifying 
these regulations in new Part 207 of new 
Subchapter M, see F.R. Doc. 66-11655, 
infra. 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 


Chapter I—Consumer and Marketing 
Service (Standards, Inspections, 
Marketing Practices), Department 
of Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER M—EXPORT AND DOMESTIC 
CONSUMPTION PROGRAMS 

part 207—POULTRY AND POULTRY 
PRODUCTS 

The following changes are made in the 
codification of Title 7 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations: 

1. A new subchapter heading is added 
following Part 205 of Title 7 to read as 
set forth above. 

2. The regulations appearing in Part 
530 of Title 6 are transferred to Chapter 
I of Title 7 and are hereby redesignated 
as Part 207. Sections 530.1 to 530.19 of 
Title 6 are hereby redesignated §§ 207.1 
to 207.19 of Title 7. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 20th 

day of October 1966. 

G. R. Grange, 
Deputy Administrator , 
Marketing Services . 

{F.R. Doc. 66-11655: Filed, Oct. 25. 1966; 
8:48 am.) 


Chapter III—Agricultural Research 
Service, Department of Agriculture 

PART 301— DOMESTIC QUARANTINE 
NOTICES 


Subpart—Pink Bollworm 

Notice of Quarantine 

u ^Ptember 14,1966, there was pub 
lonoos 111 the Fei)er al Register (31 F.R 
® s P ' R - H 00 - 66-10042, a notice o 
PudIig hearing and notice of rule mak 
Na to Notice of Quarantine 

° 2 to the pink bollworm ant 

nim*J e S 1 * a ^ ons . supplemental to salt 
Quarantine (7 CFR 301.52, 301.52-1 e 


seq.). After due consideration of all rel¬ 
evant matters presented at the hearing 
and in response to the notice of rule mak¬ 
ing, and pursuant to the authority con¬ 
ferred by sections 8 and 9 of the Plant 
Quarantine Act of August 20, 1912, as 
amended, and section 106 of the Federal 
Plant Pest Act (7 UJS.C. 161, 162, 150ee), 
the said notice of quarantine is hereby 
revised to read as follows: 

Quarantine 

§ 301.52 Notice of quarantine. 

(a) Pursuant to section 8 of the Plant 
Quarantine Act of August 20, 1912, as 
amended <7 U.S.C. 161), and after public 
hearing, it is determined that it is neces¬ 
sary to quarantine the States of Arizona, 
Arkansas. California, Louisiana. New 
Mexico, Oklahoma, and Texas to prevent 
the spread of the pink bollworm, a 
dangerous insect injurious to cotton, 
okra, and kenaf, and not heretofore 
widely prevalent or distributed within 
and throughout the United States, and 
said States are hereby quarantined or 
continued to be quarantined because of 
said insect, and under the authority of 
said Act and the Federal Plant Pest Act 
(7 U.S.C. 161, 162, 150ee) supplemental 
regulations are prescribed in this subpart 
governing the movement of carriers of 
said insect. Hereafter the following 
shall not be moved from the quarantined 
States into or through any other State, 
Territory, or District of the United States 
in manner or method or under conditions 
other than those prescribed in the reg¬ 
ulations as from time to time amended: 
(1) Okra and kenaf, including all parts 
of the plants; (2) cotton and wild cot¬ 
ton, including all parts of both cotton 
and wild cotton plants; (3) seed cotton; 
(4) cotton lint; (5) cotton linters; (6) 
cotton waste produced at cotton gins, 
cotton seed oil mills, or textile mills; (7) 
gin trash; (8) cottonseed; (9) cottonseed 
hulls; (10) cottonseed cake; (11) cotton¬ 
seed meal; (12) used bagging and other 
used wrappers for cotton; (13) used cot¬ 
ton harvesting equipment; and (14) 
other farm products, other farm equip¬ 
ment, farm household goods, ginning and 
oil mill equipment, other cotton process¬ 
ing machinery, and means of conveyance, 
and, unlimited by the foregoing, any 
other products and articles of any char¬ 
acter whatsoever, not within subpara¬ 
graphs (1) through (13) of tills para¬ 
graph, when it is determined in accord¬ 
ance with the regulations (§§ 301.52-1 to 
301.52-10) that they present a hazard 
of spread of the pink bollworm. More¬ 
over. movement of products, articles, and 
means of conveyance designated above 
from a quarantined State or portion 
thereof into or through another quaran¬ 
tined State or portion thereof may be 
restricted or prohibited under the regu¬ 
lations. The requirements of this quar¬ 
antine and the regulations in this sub¬ 
part with respect to the products, arti¬ 


cles, and means of conveyance designated 
above, are hereby limited to the areas 
in any quarantined State which may be 
designated as within the regulated area 
as provided In the regulations, as long 
as In the Judgment of the Deputy Ad¬ 
ministrator of the Agricultural Research 
Service, the enforcement of the regula¬ 
tions as to such regulated area will be 
adequate to prevent the spread of the 
pink bollworm", except that such limita¬ 
tion is further conditioned upon the af¬ 
fected State’s providing regulations for 
and enforcing control of the movement 
within such State of live pink boll worms 
and the other regulated articles under 
the same conditions as those which 
apply to their interstate movement un¬ 
der the provisions of the currently exist¬ 
ing Federal quarantine regulations and 
upon the State’s providing regulations 
for and enforcing such sanitation meas¬ 
ures with respect to such area or 
portions thereof as. in the judg¬ 
ment of said Deputy Administrator, are 
adequate to prevent the spread of the 
pink bollworm within such State. More¬ 
over, whenever the Director of the Plant 
Pest Control Division shall find that 
facts exist as to the pest risk involved In 
the movement of one or more of the 
products, articles or means of conveyance 
to which the regulations apply, making it 
safe to modify, by making less stringent, 
the requirements contained in the regula¬ 
tions, he shall set forth and publish such 
finding in administrative instructions, 
specifying the manner in which the reg¬ 
ulations should be made less stringent, 
whereupon such modification shall be¬ 
come effective for such period and for all 
or such portion of the regulated area 
and for such products, articles, and 
means of conveyance as shall be specified 
in said administrative instructions, and 
every reasonable effort shall be made to 
give publicity to such administrative in¬ 
structions throughout the affected area. 

(b) Regulations governing the move¬ 
ment of live pink boll worms are con¬ 
tained in Part 330 of this chapter. Ap¬ 
plications for permits for movement of 
said pests may be made to the Director. 
Plant Pest Control Division, Agricultural 
Research Service, U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, Federal Center Building, 
Hyattsville, Md. 20782, in accordance 
with said part. 

(c) As used in this subpart, unless the 
context otherwise requires, the term 
“State, Territory, or District of the 
United States” means State, the District 
of Columbia, Guam, Puerto Rico, or the 
Virgin Islands of the United States. 

(Secs. 8. 9, 37 Stat. 318. as amended, sec. 106. 
71 Stat. 33; 7 U.S.C. 161, 162, 150ee; 29 F.R. 
16210, as amended) 

Tills revision shall become effective 
October 26, 1966, when it shall supersede 
the notice of quarantine effective August 
31, 1957, as amended, and as republished 
January 1, 1966 (7 CFR 301.52). 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Pursuant to a notice published in the 
Federal Register on September 14, 1966 
(31 F.R. 12023), a public hearing was held 
in San Diego. Calif., on October 4, 1966, 
regarding quarantining California on ac¬ 
count of the pink bollworm. After due 
consideration of all relevant matters 
presented at the hearing and in response 
to the notice of rule making, it has been 
decided to add California to the list of 
States quarantined because of the pink 
bollworm. 

Since this action imposes restrictions 
necessary to prevent the interstate 
dissemination of pink bollworm infes¬ 
tations. it should be made effective 
promptly to accomplish its purpose in 
the public interest. Accordingly, it is 
found upon good cause in accordance 
with the provisions of 5 U.S.C., section 
553, that further notice and other public 
procedure with respect to this revision 
are impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest, and good cause is found 
for making this revision effective less 
than 30 days after publication in the 
Federal Register. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 21st 
day of October, 1966. 

[seal! E. P. Reagan, 

Acting Deputy Administrator . 

Agricultural Research Service. 

| F.R. Doc. 66-11662: Filed, Oct. 25. 1966; 

8:48 a.m.l 


Chapter VIII—Agricultural Stabiliza¬ 
tion and Conservation Service 

(Sugar), Department of Agriculture 
SUBCHAPTER I—DETERMINATION OF PRICES 

|Sugar Determination 873.19 J 

PART 873—SUGARCANE; FLORIDA 

Fair and Reasonable Prices for 1966 
Crop 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 
301(c)(2) of the Sugar Act of 1948, as 
amended (herein referred to as “act”), 
after investigation and due considera¬ 
tion of the evidence presented at the 
public hearing held in Belle Glade. Fla., 
on June 17, 1966, the following deter¬ 
mination is hereby issued: 

§ 873.19 Fair and reasonable prices for 
the 1966 crop of Florida sugareune. 

A producer of sugarcane in Florida 
who is also a processor of sugarcane 
(herein referred to as '‘processor”) shall 
have paid, or contracted to pay, for 
sugarcane of the 1966 crop grown by 
other producers and processed by him, or 
shall have processed sugarcane of other 
processor-producers under a toll agree¬ 
ment. in accordance with the following 
requirements. 

(a) Definitions. For the purpose of 
this section, the term: 

(1) “Price of raw sugar” means the 
daily spot quotation of raw sugar of the 
New York Coffee and Sugar Exchange 
No. 7 domestic contract, except that if 
the Director of the Policy and Program 
Appraisal Division, Agricultural Sta¬ 
bilization and Conservation Service, U.S. 
Department of Agriculture, Washington, 


D.C. 20250, determines that such price 
does not reflect the true market value of 
raw sugar, because of inadequate volume 
or other factors, he may designate the 
price to be effective under this section 
which he determines will reflect the true 
market value of raw sugar. 

(2) “Season’s average price of raw 
sugar” means (i) the weighted average 
price of raw sugar for the months in 
which 1966-crop sugar is delivered to 
the purchaser, determined by weighting 
the simple average of the daily prices 
of raw sugar for each month in which 
sugar is delivered to the purchaser by 
the quantity of 1966-crop raw sugar or 
raw sugar equivalent delivered during 
each corresponding month, or (ii) the 
average price of raw sugar received by 
a processor who disposes of all of his 
sugar under a single contract with a re¬ 
finer. 

(3) “Raw sugar” means raw sugar, 96° 
basis. 

(4> “Net sugarcane” means the gross 
weight of sugarcane delivered by a pro¬ 
ducer to a processor minus a deduction 
equal to the average percentage weight 
of trash delivered with all sugarcane 
ground at each mill operated by a proc¬ 
essor. 

(5) “Trash” means green or dried 
leaves, sugarcane tops, dirt, and all other 
extraneous material delivered with 
sugarcane. 

(6) “Standard sugarcane” means net 
sugarcane containing 12.5 percent su¬ 
crose in the normal juice. 

(7> “Average percent sucrose hi nor¬ 
mal juice” means (i) the average percent 
crusher juice sucrose of the producer’s 
sugarcane multiplied by a factor repre¬ 
senting the ratio of factory normal juice 
sucrose to factory crusher juice sucrose 
at the processor’s mill; or (ii) the aver¬ 
age percent sample mill juice sucrose of 
the producer’s sugarcane multiplied by 
a factor representing the ratio of factory 
normal juice sucrose to the average sam¬ 
ple mill juice sucrose analyses of pro¬ 
ducers’ sugarcane. However, the method 
of subdivision (ii) of this subparagraph 
shall be used by the processor where the 
crusher juice is diluted or where the 
sugarcane of one producer is commingled 
with the sugarcane of another producer. 

(8 > “Average percent crusher juice su¬ 
crose” referred to in subparagraph (7) (i> 
of this paragraph means the percentage 
of sucrose in crusher juice as determined 
by direct analysis. “Factory normal 
juice sucrose” means the percentage of 
sucrose in undiluted juice as derived by 
multiplying factory dilute juice purity by 
factory nonnal juice Brix. Factory nor¬ 
mal juice Brix is determined by multi¬ 
plying factory crusher juice Brix, as 
determined by direct analysis by a dry 
milling factor which represents the ratio 
of nonnal juice Brix to crusher juice 
Brix. “Factory dilute juice purity” 
means the ratio of factory dilute juice 
sucrose to factory dilute juice Brix as 
determined by direct analysis. 

(9) “Average percent sample mill 
juice sucrose” referred to in subpara¬ 
graph (7)(il) of this paragraph means 
the percentage of sucrose in juice ex¬ 
tracted from producers’ sugarcane by a 


sample mill determined by direct analy¬ 
sis. “Factory normal juice sucrose” is 
derived in one of the following ways: (i) 
When sugarcane is washed and/or “cush- 
cush” is distributed in such a manner as 
to become commingled with sugarcane 
in front of the crusher mill (or first mill 
in the absence of a crusher), the crusher 
or first expressed juice is diluted and 
consequently cannot be used as a basis 
for computing factory normal juice Brix 
and sucrose. In such case, crusher juice 
Brix is derived by multiplying the daily 
average of all sample mill juice Brix de¬ 
terminations with respect to producers' 
sugarcane by a dilution compensation 
factor representing the ratio of factory 
crusher juice Brix to sample mill juice 
Brix extracted from dry sugarcane as 
determined by direct analysis. Such 
factory crusher juice Brix is multiplied 
by a dry milling factor to obtain factory 
normal juice Brix. Factory nonnal 
juice Brix is multiplied by the factory 
dilute juice purity to obtain factory nor¬ 
mal juice sucrose: or (ii) where the 
crusher juice is not diluted due to sugar¬ 
cane washing or the return of cush-cush. 
factory normal juice Brix is determined 
by multiplying factory crusher juice Brix 
by a dry milling factor and factory nor¬ 
mal juice sucrose is obtained by multi¬ 
plying factory normal juice Brix by 
factory dilute juice purity. 

(10) “Salvage sugarcane” means sug¬ 
arcane containing less than 9.5 percent 
sucrose in the normal juice. 

(11) “State Office” means the Florida 
State Agricultural Stabilization and Con¬ 
servation Service Office. 401 Southeast 
First Avenue. Gainesville. Fla. 32601. 

(12) “State Committee” means the 
Florida State Agricultural Stabilization 
and Conservation Committee. 

(b) Basic price for purchased sugar¬ 
cane. (1) The basic price for sugarcane 
purchased by a processor from producers 
shall be not less than $1.09 per ton of 
standard sugarcane for each 1-cent per 
pound of the season's average price of 
raw sugar. 

(2) Net sugarcane (except salvage 
sugarcane) shall be converted to stand¬ 
ard sugarcane by multiplying the total 
quantity of net sugarcane delivered by 
each producer by the applicable quality 
factor in accordance with the following 


sugarcane 

Average percent sucrose quality 


in normal juice factor 1 

9.5_ 0. 70 

10.0 . .75 

10.5 .. .80 

11.0 _ .85 

11.5 . .90 

12.0 _ 95 

12.5 ..._. 100 

13.0 . 105 

13.5 . 11° 

14.0. 1.18 

14.5 -... 120 

15.0—. 1-25 

15.5 .-. I- 30 


1 The quality factor for sugarcane of inter* 
mediate percentages of sucrose In norma) 
juice shall be interpolated and for sugar**? 
having more than 15.5 percent sucrose in tn 
normal juice shall be computed in proportio 
to the Immediately preceding Interval. 
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(3) Molasses payment: The processor 
shall pay to the producer for each ton 
of net sugarcane ground an amount 
equal to the product of 5.9 gallons times 
one-half of the excess above 4.75 cents 
per gallon of the weighted average net 
sales price per gallon of blackstrap or 
final molasses, basis f.o.b. tank truck or 
railroad car at mill, sold during the 12- 
month period ending May 31, 1967: Pro¬ 
vided. That if the processor sells molasses 
for his own account and for the account 
of another processor the weighted aver¬ 
age net sales price of molasses for all 
processors involved shall for the purpose 
of this paragraph be determined on the 
basis of the price at which all molasses 
was sold by such processor during such 
12-month period. 

(4) General: 

(i) The price for sugarcane specified 
in this paragraph is applicable to sugar¬ 
cane loaded on carts or trucks at the 
farm, or if sugarcane is transported by 
railroad, loaded in railroad cars at the 
railroad siding nearest the farm, and the 
processor is required to bear the cost of 
transporting sugarcane (gross weight) 
from such points to the mill: Provided , 
That if sugarcane is transported a dis¬ 
tance of more than 14.9 miles to the mill 
by railroad or other common carrier, the 
producer may be required to bear the 
additional cost of transporting such sug¬ 
arcane < based upon published tariffs): 
Provided further. That if the processor 
transports, in his own conveyance, or 
arranges for the transportation of sugar¬ 
cane with other than a common carrier, 
he may charge the producer 5 cents per 
ton for each mile such sugarcane is 
transported in excess of 14.9 miles, or if 
the producer transports sugarcane to the 
mill by other than railroad or other com¬ 
mon carrier the processor shall pay to 
the producer 5 cents per ton for each 
mile such sugarcane is transported, but 
not in excess of 14.9 miles. 

(ii) Deductions for frozen sugarcane, 
fiber content determinations and deduc¬ 
tions, definitions of delivery schedules 
and similar specifications employed in 
connection with the purchase of 1966- 
crop sugarcane shall be substantially in 
accordance with the general practices 
in Florida and as agreed upon between 
the producer and the processor. 

<iii) Nothing in subdivision (ii) of this 
subparagraph shall be construed as pro¬ 
hibiting modification of customs and 
practices which may be necessary be¬ 
cause of unusual circumstances, any 
such modifiation to be reported in writ¬ 
ing by the processor to the State Office. 

hv) in the event a general freeze 
causes abnormally low recoveries of raw 
sugar by a processor in relation to the 
sucrose test of the sugarcane, payment 
Ior suc h sugarcane may be made as 
J^ccd upon between the producer and 
me processor subject to the written ap¬ 
proval of the State Office upon a deter¬ 
mination by the State Committee that 

? pa ™ men *' k fair and reasonable. 
Jhe processor shall submit to the 
152?? °®. ce for approval: (a) A state- 
se , ttmg forth the weighted average 
p lce of raw sugar upon which settle¬ 


ments with producers are based; and 
(b) a statement setting forth the gross 
proceeds and the handling and delivery 
expenses deducted in arriving at the 
weighted average net sales price of 
blackstrap molasses. 

(c) Salvage sugarcane. The price for 
salvage sugarcane shall be as agreed 
upon between the processor and the 
producer, subject to the approval of the 
State Office. 

(d) Toll agreements. The rate for 
processing sugarcane produced by a 
processor and processed under a toll 
agreement by another processor shall be 
the rate they agree upon. 

<e> Subterfuge. The processor shall 
not reduce returns to the producer below 
those determined in accordance with 
the requirements of this section through 
any subterfuge or device whatsoever. 

Statement of Bases and Considerations 

(a) General The foregoing deter¬ 
mination establishes the fair and rea¬ 
sonable rate requirements which must 
be met, as one of the conditions for pay¬ 
ment under the act, by a producer who 
processes sugarcane of the 1966 crop 
grown by other producers. 

(b) Requirements of the act. Section 
301(c) (2) of the act provides as a con¬ 
dition for payment, that the producer 
on the farm who is also directly or in¬ 
directly a processor of sugarcane, as may 
be determined by the Secretary, shall 
have paid, or contracted to pay under 
either purchase or toll agreements, for 
sugarcane grown by other producers and 
processed by him at rates not less than 
those that may be determined by the 
Secretary to be fair and reasonable after 
investigation and due notice and oppor¬ 
tunity for public hearing. 

(c) 1966 price determination. This 
determination continues the provisions 
of the 1965 crop determination without 
change. 

A public hearing was held in Belle 
Glade, Fla., on June 17, 1966, at which 
interested persons were afforded the op¬ 
portunity to present their views on fair 
and reasonable prices for the 1966 crop 
of sugarcane. A witness testifying on 
behalf of the United States Sugar Corp. 
recommended that the determination 
not be changed in any way which would 
add to the burden of the processor. He 
stated that the 1964 determination had 
changed the basic price per ton of cane 
from $1.07 to $1.09 for each 1-cent per 
pound of the price of raw sugar, and that 
the 1965 determination had denied the 
sharing of warehouse storage costs with 
producers and had changed the basic 
price for molasses from f.o.b. mill tank 
to f.o.b. tank truck or rail car, all of 
which influenced the sharing ratio in 
favor of the producer at the expense of 
the processor. He also recommended 
adoption of a standard deduction of 6 
percent for trash delivered with sugar¬ 
cane. He stated that all cane produced 
in Florida is grown on similar land and 
harvested in a similar manner, and that 
there is actually very little variation in 
average trash. He said that individual 
tests to determination for each producer 


the percentage of trash would be more 
expensive as well as less accurate. 

A representative of Osceola Farms Co. 
recommended that the alternative meth¬ 
od of determining the season’s average 
price be modified by omitting the words 
“with a refiner” so that a company which 
sold all of its raw sugar production 
through a broker rather than to a re¬ 
finery could elect this method of settle¬ 
ment. An independent producer of sug¬ 
arcane testified that if inequities exist 
under the present method of trash deter¬ 
mination, he favored individual tests only 
insofar as the cost of such tests are not 
passed on to the producer. Another 
witness characterized individual trash 
tests as unworkable. 

Consideration has been given to the 
recommendations presented at the hear¬ 
ing, to data on the returns, costs, and 
profits of producing and processing sug¬ 
arcane obtained by field survey for 
recent crops and recast in .terms of con¬ 
ditions likely to prevail for the 1966 crop, 
and to other pertinent factors. This 
analysis indicates that the sharing re¬ 
lationship established between producers 
and processors provided by the 1965 crop 
determination continues to be equitable 
for the 1966 crop. 

The recommendation for a standard 
factor or deduction of 6 percent for trash 
in sugarcane has not been adopted. The 
standard percentage method w*as aban¬ 
doned with the 1964 crop determination 
in favor of the factory average method. 
This change was made in order to pro¬ 
vide a more current method that will 
keep pace with changing harvesting con¬ 
ditions. A return to the earlier method 
of determining net sugarcane would not 
be in line with this objective. 

Recommendations that producers 
share in the unusual raw' sugar storage 
and handling costs and that the alterna¬ 
tive method of determining the season’s 
average price of raw sugar be modified 
to permit processors w'ho sell all their 
sugar to a single broker have not been 
adopted. To allow processors to settle 
wdth producers on the basis of a single 
contract with a broker w'ould not pro¬ 
vide sufficient safeguards in the pro¬ 
ducers’ interest. Storage and handling 
costs associated wdth raw sugar are con¬ 
sidered to be normal processing costs and 
as such are considered in the develop¬ 
ment of the cost sharing ratio. 

Tliis determination provides that the 
molasses payment to producers is to be 
based on 5.9 gallons of blackstrap mo¬ 
lasses per net ton of sugarcane, the same 
as last year. There has been no change 
in the 5-year average recovery of mo¬ 
lasses from sugarcane. 

On the basis of an examination of all 
the pertinent factors, the provisions of 
this determination are deemed to be fair 
and reasonable. Accordingly, I hereby 
find and conclude that the foregoing 
price determination will effectuate the 
price provisions of the Sugar Act of 1948, 
as amended. 

(Sec. 403, 61 Stat. 932; 7 U.S.C. Supp. 1153. 
Interprets or applies sec. 301, Stat. 929; 7 
U.S.C. Supp. 1131, as amended) 
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Effective date. This determination 
shall become effective on October 26. 
1966, and is applicable to the 1966 crop of 
Florida sugarcane. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Oc¬ 
tober 21,1966. 

OrvilleL. Freeman, 

Secretary. 

[PR. Doc. 66-11661: Filed, Oct. 25, 1966; 
8:48 a.m.l 


Chopter IX—Consumer and Market¬ 
ing Service (Marketing Agreements 
and Orders; Fruits, Vegetables, 
Nuts), Department of Agriculture 

[Orange Reg. 10] 

PART 906—ORANGES AND GRAPE¬ 
FRUIT GROWN IN LOWER RIO 
GRANDE VALLEY IN TEXAS 

Limitation of Shipments 

Findings . (1) Pursuant to the mar¬ 

keting agreement, as amended, and Or¬ 
der No. 906, as amended (7 CFR Part 906, 
21 F.R. 10461), regulating the handling 
of oranges and grapefruit grown in the 
Lower Rio Grande Valley in Texas, ef¬ 
fective under the applicable provisions 
of the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937, as amended (7 UJS.C. 601- 
674), and upon the basis of the recom¬ 
mendation of the Texas Valley Citrus 
Committee, established under the afore¬ 
said marketing agreement and order, and 
upon other available information, it is 
hereby found that the limitation of ship¬ 
ments of oranges, as hereinafter pro¬ 
vided, will tend to effectuate the declared 
policy of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
regulation until 30 days after publication 
thereof in the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 
1001-1011) because the time intervening 
between the date when information upon 
which this regulation is based became 
available and the time when this regu¬ 
lation must become effective in order to 
effectuate the declared policy of the act 
is insufficient; a reasonable time is per¬ 
mitted, under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective time; and 
good cause exists for making the provi¬ 
sions hereof effective as hereinafter set 
forth. The recommendation and sup¬ 
porting information for regulation dur¬ 
ing the period specified herein were 
promptly submitted to the Department 
after an open meeting of the Texas Val¬ 
ley Citrus Committee on October 18, 
1966; such meeting was held to consider 
recommendations for regulation, after 
giving due notice of such meeting, and 
interested persons were afforded an op¬ 
portunity to submit their views at this 
meeting; the provisions of this regula¬ 
tion, including the effective time hereof, 
are identical with the aforesaid recom¬ 
mendation of the committee, and infor¬ 
mation concerning such provisions and 
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effective time has been disseminated 
among handlers of such oranges; it is 
necessary, in order to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the act, to make this 
regulation effective during the period 
hereinafter set forth so as to provide for 
the continued regulation of the handling 
of oranges; and compliance with this 
regulation will not require any special 
preparation on the part of the persons 
subject thereto which cannot be com¬ 
pleted by the effective time hereof. 

§ 906.322 Orange Regulation 10. 

(a> Order . (1) During the period be¬ 
ginning at 12:01 a.m., c.s.t., November 1, 
1966. and ending at 12:01 a.in., c.s.t„ 
December 1, 1966, no handler shall 
handle: 

(1) Any oranges of any variety, grown 
in the production area, unless such 
oranges grade at least U.S. No. 3; 

(ii) . Any oranges of any variety, 
grown as aforesaid, which are of a size 
smaller than 2 v u\ inches in diameter, ex¬ 
cept that not more than 10 percent, by 
count, of such oranges in any lot of con¬ 
tainers, and not more than 15 percent, 
by count, of such oranges in any individ¬ 
ual container in such lot may be of a 
size smaller than 2 7 i*> inches in diameter; 
or 

(iii) Any oranges of any variety, grown 
as aforesaid, for which inspection is re¬ 
quired unless an appropriate inspection 
certificate has been issued with respect 
thereto not more than 48 hours prior to 
the time of shipment. 

All oranges of any variety, grown as 
aforesaid, handled during the period 
specified in this section are subject to all 
applicable container and pack require¬ 
ments which are in effect pursuant to the 
aforesaid marketing agreement and or¬ 
der during such period. 

(2) Terms used in the marketing 
agreement and order shall, when used 
herein, have the same meaning as is 
given to the respective terms in said 
marketing agreement and order; and 
terms relating to grade and diameter, 
when used herein, shall have the same 
meaning as is given to the respective 
terms in the U.S. Standards for Oranges 
(Texas and States other than Florida, 
California, and Arizona) (§§51.680- 
51.712 of this title). 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31. as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: October 21, 1966. 

Paul A. Nicholsen, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division , Consumer and 
Marketing Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-11658: Filed, Oct. 25. 1966; 

8:48 a.m.J 


[Grapefruit Reg. 11) 

PART 906—ORANGES AND GRAPE¬ 
FRUIT GROWN IN LOWER RIO 
GRANDE VALLEY IN TEXAS 

Limitation of Shipments 

Findings. (1) Pursuant to the mar¬ 
keting agreement, as amended, and Or¬ 


der No. 906, as amended (7 CFR Part 906. 
31 F.R. 10461), regulating the handling 
of oranges and grapefruit grown in the 
Lower Rio Grande Valley in Texas, ef¬ 
fective under the applicable provisions of 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601- 
674), and upon the basis of the recom¬ 
mendation of the Texas Valley Citrus 
Committee, established under the afore¬ 
said marketing agreement and order, 
and upon other available information, it 
is hereby found that the limitation of 
shipments of grapefruit, as hereinafter 
provided, will tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
regulation until 30 days after publication 
thereof in the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 
1001-1011) because the time intervening 
between the date when information upon 
which tills regulation is based became 
available and the time when this regula¬ 
tion must become effective in order to 
effectuate the declared policy of the act 
is insufficient; a reasonable time is per¬ 
mitted, under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective time; and 
good cause exists for making the provi¬ 
sions hereof effective as hereinafter set 
forth. The recommendation and sup¬ 
porting information for regulation dur¬ 
ing the period specified herein were 
promptly submitted to the Department 
after an open meeting of the Texas Val¬ 
ley Citrus Committee on October 18, 
1966; such meeting was held to consider 
recommendations for regulation, after 
giving due notice of such meeting, and 
interested persons were afforded an op¬ 
portunity to submit their views at tills 
meeting; the provisions of this regula¬ 
tion, including the effective time hereof, 
are identical with the aforesaid recom¬ 
mendation of the committee, and infor¬ 
mation concerning such provisions and 
effective time has been disseminated 
among handlers of such grapefruit; it is 
necessary, in order to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the act, to make this 
regulation effective during the period 
hereinafter set forth so as to provide for 
the continued regulation of the handling 
of grapefruit; and compliance with this 
regulation will not require any special 
preparation on the part of the jiersons 
subject thereto which cannot be com¬ 
pleted by the effective time hereof. 

§906.323 Crapefruil Regulation 1L 

(a) Order. (1) During the period be¬ 
ginning at 12:01 a.m., c.s.t., November 1. 
1966, and ending at 12:01 a.m.. c-s.t.. 
December 1, 1966, no handler shall 
handle: 

(i) Any container of grapefruit of any 
variety, grown in the production area, 
unless such grapefruit grade U.S. Fancy; 
U.S. No. 1 Bright; UB. No. 1; U.S. Com¬ 
bination. with not less than 60 percent, 
by count, of the grapefruit in each con¬ 
tainer thereof grading at least UB. No. l 
grade; U.S. No. 2; or U.S. No. 3: Pro¬ 
vided, That not more than 10 percent, by 
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count, of such grapefruit in any lot of 
containers, and not more than 15 per¬ 
cent. by count, of such grapefruit in any 
individual container in such lot, may fail 
to meet the requirements of the U S. No. 3 
grade; 

«ii) Any grapefruit of any variety, 
grown in the production area, which are 
of a size smaller than 39io inches in diam¬ 
eter. except that not more than 10 per¬ 
cent. by count, of such grapefruit in any 
lot of containers, and not more than 15 
percent, by count, of such grapefruit in 
any individual container in such lot, may 
be of a size smaller than 3'Yw inches in 
diameter; or 

(Hi) Any grapefruit of any variety, 
grown as aforesaid, for which inspection 
is required unless an appropriate inspec¬ 
tion certificate has been issued with re¬ 
spect thereto not more than 48 hours 
prior to the time of shipment. 

All grapefruit of any variety, grown as 
aforesaid, handled during the period 
specified in this section are subject to all 
applicable container and pack require¬ 
ments which are in effect pursuant to the 
aforesaid marketing agreement and order 
during such period. 

(2) Terms used in the marketing 
agreement and order shall, when used 
herein, have the same meaning as is 
given to the respective term in said mar¬ 
keting agreement and order; and terms 
relating to grade and diameter, when 
used herein, shall have the same mean¬ 
ing as is given to the respective term in 
the U.S. Standards for Grapefruit (Texas 
and States other than Florida. California, 
and Arizona) (§§ 51.620-51.685 of this 
title). 

tSecs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended. 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: October 21, 1966. 

Paul A. Nicholson, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division, Consumer 
and Marketing Service. 

[PR. Doc. 66-11657; Filed, Oct. 25, 1966; 

8:48 a.m.J 


PART 993—DRIED PRUNES PRO¬ 
DUCED IN CALIFORNIA 

Receiving of Prunes by Handlers 

, Notice was published in the October 11 
1966, issue of the Federal Register (31 
r R. 13136) regarding proposed amend¬ 
ment of the Subpart—Administrative 
oi U « and Relations (7 CFR Part 993 
hi F w R ’ 2777, 5751 The Proposal waj 
cased on a unanimous recommendatior 
oi the Prune Administrative Committee 
ne subpart is operative pursuant to th< 

n^ et xT ng agreemen t, as amended, anc 
lder No. 993. as amended (7 CFR Pari 
Dni * re sulating the handling of dried 
£5“ produced in California. The 
rer ill 1lng J agreement and order are ef- 
A e L Un ? ei tbe Agricultural Marketing 

v£c m-£Z ot 1937< as amended 

afforded interested persons 
t0 submit written data, 
* s ’ or arguments with respect to the 


proposal. No such comments were sub¬ 
mitted. 

After consideration of all relevant mat¬ 
ter presented, including that in the 
notice, the information and recommen¬ 
dation submitted by the Prune Adminis¬ 
trative Committee, and other available 
information, it is found that the amend¬ 
ment of the Subpart—Administrative 
Rules and Regulations, as hereinafter 
set forth, is in accordance with this part, 
will tend to effectuate the declared policy 
of the act, and for the reasons herein¬ 
after set forth, should become effective 
at the time provided herein. 

Therefore, it is hereby ordered , That 
§ 993.149(b)(2) (vi) and (vii> and the 
first sentence of (d)(2) are revised to 
read: 

§993.149 Receiving of prunes U\ han¬ 
dlers. 


<b) Incoming inspection —• • • 

(2) Certification . * * * (vi) in any 

crop year in which a reserve percentage 
other than 0 percent is established, the 
average size count of all prunes in the 
lot: and (vii) if substandard, the per¬ 
centage by weight of off-grade prunes 
(those defective pursuant to § 993.97) 
necessary to be removed therefrom for 
the lot to be standard prunes, and the 
percentage by weight and the average 
size count of those off-grade prunes with 
defects of mold, imbedded dirt, insect in¬ 
festation, and decay, and the percentage 
by weight, of prunes with such defects 
necessary to be removed in order for the 
balance of the lot to be within the tol¬ 
erance for such defects. 

• * • • * 

(d) Prunes for nonhuman consump¬ 
tion only —* • * 

(2) Regulation on substandard prunes 
accumulated by a handler pursuant to 
§ 993.49(c). To satisfy the obligation 
imposed by § 993.49(c) to dispose of ex¬ 
cess defective prunes, other than those 
of subparagraph (1) of this paragraph, 
each handler shall dispose of, in non¬ 
human consumption outlets, a weight of 
such prunes equal to the excess in sub¬ 
standard lots received and such prunes 
shall be prunes with defects of mold, im¬ 
bedded dirt, insect infestation, or decay, 
as of their receipt by the handler, and 
shall not exceed by more than 20 prunes 
per pound the weighted average size 
count of prunes with those defects in lots 
with an excess of such prunes. * * ♦ 

• ♦ * • • 

It is found that good cause exists for 
not postponing the effective time of this 
action until 30 days after publication in 
the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 1003(c)) 
in that: (1) This action will, among other 
tilings, change certain information cur¬ 
rently required to be shown on an inspec¬ 
tor's inspection certificate issued with 
respect to a lot of dried prunes not re¬ 
turned by a handler to the producer or 
dehydrator thereof; (2) this action would 
reduce the number of size count deter¬ 
minations of dried prunes which must 
be made by the inspection service during 
the current 1966-67 crop year; (3) han¬ 
dlers are now receiving prunes from pro¬ 


ducers and dehydrators in substantial 
volume; (4) reduction in the number of 
required size counts will result in sub¬ 
stantial savings to the inspection service 
for the 1966-67 crop year; (5) these sav¬ 
ings will be passed on to handlers with 
the result that the net cost to handlers 
of inspections during the current 1966-67 
crop year will be reduced; (6) handlers 
will require no additional advance notice 
to comply with this action; and <7) this 
relieves restrictions on handlers as to 
required size counts. 

(Sec a. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31. as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated October 20, 1966, to become ef¬ 
fective upon publication in the Federal 
Register. 

Paul A. Nicholson, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Vege¬ 
table Division , Consumer and 
Marketing Service. 

I F.R. Doc. 66-11631; Filed, Oct. 25. 1966; 

8:46 a.m.J 


Chapter X—Consumer and Market¬ 
ing Service (Marketing Agreements 
and Orders; Milk), Department of 
Agriculture 

(Milk Order 4) 

PART 1004—MILK IN DELAWARE 
VALLEY MARKETING AREA 

Order Suspending Certain Provisions; 

Correction 

In the suspension order issued June 29, 
1966, to be effective July 1, 1966, through 
March 31. 1967 (31 F.R. 9045) the provi¬ 
sion ‘‘first/’ was inadvertently omitted in 
setting forth the provisions being sus¬ 
pended. The wording of the suspension 
set forth in paragraph < a > is corrected to 
read: 

In § 1004.50(a), all of the figures con¬ 
tained in the first, third, and fourth 
columns of the Class I price schedule in 
subparagraph (2) except the figure 
“6.20” and all of subparagraph (3). 

Signed at Washington, D.C.. on Octo¬ 
ber 21, 1966. 

George L. Mehren, 
Assistant Secretary. 

| F.R. Doc. 66 11656; Filed. Oct. 25, 1966; 

8:48 a.m.( 


Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 

Chapter I—Federal Aviation Agency 

(Docket No. 7263; Amdt. 39-2951 

PART 39—AIR WORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Boeing Model 707 and 720 Series 
Airplanes 

Amendment 39-243 <31 F.R. 7675), AD 
66-16-1. as amended by Amendment 39- 
253 (31 F.R. 8870), requires inspection of 
the vertical fin rear spar attachment fit¬ 
tings and repair or replacement if cracks 


No. 208-2 
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are found on Boeing Model 707 and 720 
Series airplanes. After issuing Amend¬ 
ment 39-253, the Agency determined 
that the results of evaluations conducted 
by the manufacturer and recent service 
experience made it necessary to require 
additional repetitive inspections of these 
fittings and establish a service life limit 
until modification. Therefore, the AD 
is being further amended to require re¬ 
petitive inspection in accordance with 
Revision 7 of the manufacturer’s Serv¬ 
ice Bulletin, to establish a service life 
limit for these fittings until modification 
in accordance with Boeing Service Bul¬ 
letin 2422, and provide that the rework 
required by paragraph (a) through (f> 
may be accomplished in accordance with 
a later FAA-approved revision of the 
Service Bulletin than that specified in 
the AD. 

Since a situation exists that requires 
immediate adoption of this regulation, it 
is found that notice and public procedure 
hereon are impracticable and good cause 
exists for making this amendment ef¬ 
fective in less than 30 days. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (25 F.R. 6489), 
5 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations, Amendment 39-243 (31 F.R. 
7675 >, AD 66-16-1, as amended by 
Amendment 39-253 (31 Fit. 8870>, is 
further amended as follows: 

1. Paragraphs (a) through (f> are 
amended by inserting the words “or later 
FAA-approved revision” immediately af¬ 
ter the words “Bulletin 2399 <R-2) ,f 
wherever they appear therein. 

2. Paragraph (i) is amended to read 
as follows: 

(i) For fittings. P/N 5-84487. with the 
largest hole *a inch or greater in diameter, 
that have never been inspected in accordance 
with Boeing Service Bulletin No. 2399 (R-2) 
or later FAA-approved revision, inspect in 
accordance with Part lb of Boeing Service 
Bulletin No. 2399 (R-7) or later FAA-ap¬ 
proved revision within the next 150 hours’ 
time in service after October 26. 1966, or 
within the next 700 hours’ time in service 
after rework in accordance with Boeing Serv¬ 
ice Bulletin No. 2399 (R-2) or later FAA- 
approved revision. Thereafter reinspect at 
the times indicated in Column 2 of the appli¬ 
cable table in paragraph (J) opposite the 
hours’ time in service in Column 1 since 
rework in accordance with Bulletin No. 2399 
(R-2) or later FAA-approved revision, untU 
modified in accordance with Boeing Service 
Bulletin No. 2422 or later FAA-approved re¬ 
vision or an equivalent approved by the 
Chief, Aircraft Engineering Division. FAA 
Western Region. 

3. The following new paragraphs are 
inserted after paragraph (i): 

(J) For fittings P/N 5-84487. with the 
largest hole V4 inch or greater in diameter 
that have been Inspected in accordance with 
Boeing Service Bulletin No. 2399 (R-2) or 
later FAA-approved revision before October 
26. 1966, reinspect in accordance with Part 
lb of Boeing Service Bulletin No. 2399 (R-7) 
or later FAA-approved revision at the times 
indicated in Column 2 of the applicable table 


in tills paragraph opposite the hours’ time 
in service in Column 1 since rework in ac¬ 
cordance with Bulletin No. 2399 (R-2) or 
later FAA-approved revision, until modified 
in accordance with Boeing Service Bulletin 
No. 2422 or later FAA-approved revision or 
an equivalent approved by the Chief. Air¬ 
craft Engineering Division, FAA Western 
Region. However, the next Inspection after 
October 26. 1966. need not be made untU 
150 hours* time In service after October 26. 
1966. 


R ep etiti v e Reinspection Table for Fittincs 
With Largest Hole Inch or Greaier 
But Less Than *Se Inch in Diameter 


Column 1 


Column 2 


Repetitive reinspection 
requirements during 
Hours ’ time in periods specified in cof- 
service since rework umn 1 
Less than 2,100_At intervals not to ex¬ 

ceed 700 hours’ time In 
service from the last 
inspection. 

Within the next 700 
hours' time in service 


2,100 or more but 
less than 2,400. 


2,400 or more but 
less than 3,000. 


from the last inspec¬ 
tion but not later than 
2.400 hours’ time in 
service after rework. 

After the accumulation 
of 2,400 but before the 
accumulation of 2.500 
hours' time in service 
after rework, and 
thereafter at intervals 
not to exceed 100 
hours’ time in service 
from the last Inspec¬ 
tion until replaced in 
accordance with para¬ 
graph (k) or (1). 


Repetitive Reinspection Table tor Fittings 
With Largest Hole Inch or Greater in 
Diameter 


Column 1 


Column 2 


Repetitive reinspection 
requirements during 
Hours’ time in periods specified in col- 
scrvice since rework umn l 


Less than 1,400... At Intervals not to ex¬ 
ceed 700 hours' time 
in service from the last 
inspection. 

Within the next 700 
hours’ time in service 
from the last inspec¬ 
tion but not later than 
1.700 hours’ time in 
service after rework. 
After the accumulation 
of 1.700 but before the 
accumulation of 1,800 
hours' time in service 
after rework, and 
thereafter at intervals 
not to exceed 100 
hours’ time in service 
from the last inspec¬ 
tion until replaced in 
accordance with para¬ 
graph (k) or (1). 


1.400 or more but 
less than 1,700. 


1,700 or more but 
less than 2,500. 


(k) Replace any fitting found cracked 
during an inspection specified In paragraph 
(l) or (j), before further flight, with a new 
uncracked fitting of the same part number 
or modify in accordance with Boeing Service 
Bulletin No. 2422 or later FAA-approved re¬ 
vision or an equivalent approved by the 
Chief, Aircraft Engineering Division. FAA 
Western Region. 


(1) Replace fittings. P N 5-84487. having 
the largest hole of the size listed in Column 
1 of the following table with a new un- 
cracked fitting of the same part number 
upon the accumulation of the number of 
hours’ time in service listed in Column 2 
since the incorporation of that hole until 
modification in accordance with Boeing Serv¬ 
ice Bulletin No. 2422 or later FAA-approved 
revision or an equivalent approved by the 
Chief, Aircraft Engineering Division, faa 
W estern Region. 

Replacement Table 
Column 1 Column 2 

Service life limit after 
modification in accord . 
ance with Boeing Serv¬ 
ice Bulletin No. 2399 
Diameter of largest (R-2) or later FAA-ap - 
hole in fitting proved revision 

Ti«; Inch or less_ 7,000 hours. 

More than 7 i« inch 4.000 hours. 

but less than & ._ 

inch. 

y 2 inch or larger 
but less than 
inch. 

inch or larger . 


3,000 hours. 


2.500 hours. 


This amendment becomes effective Oc¬ 
tober 26,1966. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603. Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, and 1423) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Octo¬ 
ber 24.1966. 

C. W. Walker, 

. Director, 

Flight Standards Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-11714; Filed, Oct. 25, 1966; 
8:49 a.m.) 


Title 15—COMMERCE AND 
FOREIGN TRADE 

Chapter II—National Bureau of Stand¬ 
ards, Department of Commerce 

SUBCHAPTER B—STANDARD REFERENCE 
MATERIALS 

PART 230—STANDARD REFERENCE 
MATERIALS 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

Under the provisions of 15 U.S.C. 275a 
and 277, the following amendment relat¬ 
ing to standard reference materials is¬ 
sued by the National Bureau of Stand¬ 
ards is effective upon publication in the 
Federal Register. The amendment adds 
standard reference materials 355, 356. 
715, and 716, revises standard reference 
materials 1090, 1091. and 1092 and 
changes the price of standard reference 
material Oil I. 

The following amends 15 CFR Part 
230: 

Subpart C—Standards of Certified 
Chemical Composition 

Section 230.7-2 Steels (solid foritO is 
amended to revise standards 1090. 1091, 
and 1092 in paragraph (b> (6> as follows: 

(6> Ferrous materials (for oxy¬ 
gen ). * • * Standards 1090 and 109*. 
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are V* inch in diameter while standard 
1091 is inch in diameter. (Note that 
two titanium-base standards, NBS Nos. 
355 and 356, found in § 230.7-11, are 
available for the determination of 
oxygen.) 

Section 230.7-11 Titanium-base alloys 
is amended to add standards 355 and 356 

as follows: 

(c) Titanium-base materials (for oxy¬ 
gen): These standards are intended to 
provide material of known composition 
primarily for the determination of oxy¬ 
gen by vacuum fusion or inert gas fusion. 
The materials are supplied in rods ap¬ 
proximately Vi inch in diameter and 2 
inches long. (Note that a group of fer¬ 


rous materials, NBS standards 1090,1091, 
and 1092, found in $ 230.7-2, also are 
available for the determination of 
oxygen.) 


Sample 


Oxy¬ 


Nos. 

Kind 

gen 

ppm 

Price 

355 

Unalloyed_ 

3031 

$20.00 

356 

Alloy, 6 A1-4 V.. 

1332 

20.00 


Subpart D—Standards of Certified 
Properties and Purity 

Section 230.8-8 Viscometer calibrating 
liquids is amended to revise the price of 
Oil I as follows: 


on 

Viscosity, In poises, at 


Kinematic viscosity, In stokes, at— 

Price per 
sample f.o.b. 
Washington, 
D.C. 


20 °0 

25 °C 

100 °F 

210 °P 

20 e C 

25 °C 

100 °F 

210 °F 

T .. 

0.12 

0.10 

0.066 

0.017 

0.14 

0.12 

0.081 

0.022 

$22.50 






Section 230.8-9 Glass viscosity stand¬ 
ards is amended to add standards 715 
and 716 as follows: 


Sample 

Nos. 

Kind 

Unit of 
issue 
(grams) 

Price 

715 

Alkali-free alumlnlsillcate 
glass, H" diameter cane 
(13 plecea—6" long). 

Neutral (boroslUcate) glass 
diameter cane (6 
pieces—6" long). 

200 

$25.00 

• 716 

250 

25.00 


(Sec. 9. 31 Stat. 1450, as amended; 15 U.S.C. 
277. Interprets or applies sec. 7. 70 Stat. 959; 
15 U.S.C. 275a) 


Dated: October 12,1966. 

I. C. Schoonover, 
Acting Director. 

(P.R. Doc. 66-11614; Filed, Oct. 25, 1966; 
8:45 a.m.] 


Title 16-COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter I—Federal Trade 
Commission 

[Docket No. 8665J 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 


Hargo Woolen Mills, Inc., et al. 

Subpart— Invoicing products falsely: 
513.1108 Invoicing products falsely 
U.1108-40 Federal Trade Commissior 
Act. Subpart— Misbranding or mislabel- 
“ig: § 13.1185 Composition: 13.1185-9( 
Wool Products Labeling Act; § 13.12L 
orma/ regulatory and statutory require • 
13.1212-90 Wool Products Label- 
_ »Act. Subpart—Neglecting, unfairh 

^deceptively, to make material disclo- 
& 13.1852 Formal regulatory anc 
watuton/ requirements: 13.1852-80 Woo 
Products Labeling Act. 

(S€C. 6. 38 stat. 721; 15 VS.C. 46. Interpre 
4 PP y sec. 5 , 38 Stat. 719, as amended 


secs. 2-5. 54 Stat. 1128-1130; 15 U.S.C. 45. 
68) [Cease and desist order, Hargo Woolen 
Mills, Inc., et al., Keene, N.H., Docket 8665, 
Sept. 13.19661 

In the Matter of Hargo Woolen Mills , 
Inc., a Corporation, Wallis ford Mills, 
Inc., a Corporation, Wallisford Mills of 
Vermont, Inc., a Corporation, and 
Walter T. Ransburg and Benjamin H. 
Erskine, Individually and as Officers of 
Said Corporations; and Peterborough 
Mills, Inc., a Corporation 

Consent order requiring four affiliated 
New Hampshire and Vermont fabric 
manufacturers to cease violating the 
Wool Products Labeling Act by decep¬ 
tively labeling and falsely invoicing their 
products. 

The order to cease and desist, including 
further order requiring report of com¬ 
pliance therewith, 1s as follows: 

It is ordered, That respondents Hargo 
Woolen Mills, Inc., a corporation, and its 
officers, Wallisford Mills, Inc., a corpora¬ 
tion, and its officers, and Wallisford Mills 
of Vermont, Inc., a corporation, and its 
officers, and Benjamin H. Erskine and 
Walter T. Ransburg, individually and as 
officers of said corporations; and re¬ 
spondent Peterborough Mills, Inc., a cor¬ 
poration, and its officers; and respond¬ 
ents* representatives, agents, and em¬ 
ployees, directly or through any corpo¬ 
rate or other device, in connection with 
the introduction or manufacture for in¬ 
troduction into commerce, or the offering 
for sale, sale, transportation, or distribu¬ 
tion in commerce of fabrics or other wool 
products, as “commerce*' and “wool prod¬ 
uct” are defined in the Wool Products 
Labeling Act of 1939, do forthwith cease 
and desist from misbranding such prod¬ 
ucts by: 

1. Falsely or deceptively tagging, label¬ 
ing, or otherwise identifying such prod¬ 
ucts as to the character or amount of the 
constituent fibers contained therein. 

2. Failing to securely affix to, or place 
on, each such product a stamp, tag, or 
label or other means of identification 
showing in a clear and conspicuous 
manner each element of information re¬ 


quired to be disclosed by section 4(a)(2) 
of the Wool Products Labeling Act of 
1939. 

It is further ordered. That respondents 
Hargo Woolen Mills, Inc., a corporation, 
and its officers, Wallisford Mills, Inc., a 
corporation, and its officers, and Wallis¬ 
ford Mills of Vermont, Inc., a corpora¬ 
tion, and its officers, and Benjamin H. 
Erskine and Walter T. Ransburg, in¬ 
dividually and as officers of said corpora¬ 
tions; and respondent Peterborough 
Mills, Inc., a corporation, and its officers; 
and respondents’ representatives, agents, 
and employees, directly or through any 
corporate or other device, in connection 
with the offering for sale, sale, or dis¬ 
tribution of woolen fabrics or other prod¬ 
ucts in commerce, as “commerce” is de¬ 
fined in the Federal Trade Commission 
Act, do forthwith cease and desist from 
misrepresenting the character and 
amount of constituent fibers contained in 
such products on invoices or shipping 
memoranda applicable thereto, or in any 
other manner. 

It is further ordered, That the com¬ 
plaint insofar as it relates to respondent 
Charles J. McGowan be, and the same 
hereby is, dismissed. 

It is further ordered, That the respond- 
dents named in the order to cease and 
desist shall, within sixty (60) days after 
service upon them of this order, file with 
the Commission a report in writing set¬ 
ting forth in detail the manner and form 
in which they have complied with this 
order. 

Issued: September 23,1966. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Joseph W. Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-11619; Filed, Oct. 25. 1966; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket No. C-1116] 

part 13—prohibited trade 
PRACTICES 

National Health and Life Insurance 
Co. 


Subpart—Advertising falsely or mis¬ 
leadingly: § 13.260 Terms and condi¬ 
tions: 13.260-40 Insurance coverage. 
Subpart—Misrepresenting oneself and 
goods—Goods: § 13.1760 Terms and con¬ 
ditions: 13.1760-40 Insurance coverage. 
(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended, 15 
U.S.C. 45) [Cease and desist order, National 
Health & Life Insurance Co., St. Louis, Mo., 
Docket C-1116, Sept. 30, 19661 

Consent order requiring a St. Louis, 
Mo., health and life insurance company 
to cease misrepresenting the coverage 
and benefits provided in its insurance 
policies. 

The order to cease and desist, includ¬ 
ing further order requiring report of 
compliance therewith, is as follows: 

It is ordered, That respondent Na¬ 
tional Health and Life Insurance Co., a 
corporation, and its officers, and re¬ 
spondent’s agents, representatives, and 
employees, directly or through any cor¬ 
porate or other device, in connection with 
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the offering for sale, sale, or distribution 
of any insurance policy or policies, in 
commerce, as “commerce” is defined in 
the Federal Trade Commission Act, do 
forthwith cease and desist from: Rep¬ 
resenting. directly or by implication: 

1. By the use of such words, terms, or 
phrases as, “guaranteed to pay,” “Iron¬ 
clad guarantee,” “no gimmicks,” “no ex¬ 
ceptions,” “no exclusions,” “no limita¬ 
tions,” “no ifs, ands, or buts,” or of any 
other words, terms, or phrases that the 
policy provides insurance coverage 
broader than that which is actually 
provided. 

2. That any policy provides for in¬ 
demnification against accident, in any 
amount or for any period of time, unless 
a clear definition of the word “accident,” 
in language understandable to persons 
not familiar with insurance law, is con¬ 
spicuously and prominently set forth in 
close conjunction with the representa¬ 
tion. 

3. That any policy provides for in¬ 
demnification against accident, in any 
amount or for any period of time, when 
the policy provides any limitation on 
coverage of a loss resulting from accident 
because of a prior existing condition, un¬ 
less a clear disclosure of the exact nature 
of such limitation, in language under¬ 
standable to persons not familiar with in¬ 
surance law, is conspicuously and promi¬ 
nently set forth in close conjunction with 
the representation. 

4. That any policy provides for indem¬ 
nification, in any amount or for any 
period of time, unless a statement of all 
the conditions, exceptions, restrictions, 
and limitations affecting the indemnifi¬ 
cation actually provided is set forth con¬ 
spicuously, prominently, and in suffi¬ 
ciently close conjunction with the repre¬ 
sentations as will fully relieve it of all 
capacity to deceive. 

It is further ordered. That the re¬ 
spondent herein shall, within sixty (60> 
days after service upon it of this order, 
file with the Commission a report in writ¬ 
ing setting forth in detail the manner 
and form in which it has complied with 
this order. 

Issued: September 30.1966. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Joseph W. Shea, 

Secretary . 

(F.R. Doc. 66-11620; Filed. Oct. 25. 1966; 

8:45 a.m.| 


PART 15—ADMINISTRATIVE 
OPINIONS AND RULINGS 

Product Certification Program 

§ 15.96 Product certification program. 

<a> The Federal Trade Commission 
advised a producer association that its 
proposed certification program for its in¬ 
dustry product, including the award of a 
certification mark, would not be objected 
to under Commission-administered law 
provided certain conditions are met. 

(b) Under the proposed program, cer¬ 
tification would be based on availability 
of production personnel with defined 
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minimum training and experience, the 
possession of minimum test and quality 
control equipment, and the use of recog¬ 
nized production techniques. A certifi¬ 
cation mark could be awarded to, and 
used by. those qualifying. 

(c) Certified producers would be sub¬ 
ject to periodic checks to insure that the 
required standards were being main¬ 
tained. Failure to maintain standards 
could result in decertification and with¬ 
drawal of the right to use the mark. 

(d) The Commission opinion con¬ 
tained the following conditions: 

(1) All present or future producers are 
to have free, unrestricted, and nondis- 
criminatory access to the program, 
whether association members or not, 

(2) The association will affirmatively 
offer and accord to nonmembers an equal 
opportunity for certification at a cost 
no greater than, and on conditions no 
more onerous than, those imposed upon 
comparably situated association mem¬ 
bers for whom comparable services are 
rendered, 

(3) A uniform certification mark will 
be awarded to all who qualify, 

(4) General supervision of the certi¬ 
fication program will be vested in a policy 
board, or committee, substantially repre¬ 
sentative of all producers, such board, or 
committee, to have, among its other 
duties, the responsibility for insuring 
nondiscriminatory access to the program. 

(e) Finally, the Commission noted (1) 
that it expresses no opinion as to the 
validity of the standards which are 
adopted, and (2) that its approval would 
be of no force or effect should the pro¬ 
posed program be implemented in 
a way which contravened Commission - 
administered law. 

(38 Stat. 717, as amended; 15 U.S.C. 41-58) 

Issued: October 25, 1966. 

By direction of the Commission. 

[seal] Joseph W. Shea, 

Secretary. 

| F.R. Doc. 66-11621; Filed, Oct. 25. 1966; 

8:45 ajn.| 


PART 15—administrative 
OPINIONS AND RULINGS 

Trade Association Code Governing 
Dealings With Customers 

§ 15.97 Trade association code govern¬ 
ing dealings with customers. 

(a) The Commission rendered an ad¬ 
visory opinion advising a trade associa¬ 
tion of suppliers that a number of serious 
questions would be likely to arise from 
an agreement by its members as to a 
code or set of conditions governing the 
members' dealings with their customers. 

(b) Among the conditions singled out 
by the Commission for question was one 
creating uniformity in the terms of de¬ 
livery. The Commission stated its view 
to be that the method and manner of 
delivery can be an element of competition 
among the members of an industry which 
this provision would at least have a tend¬ 
ency to eliminate. The creation of uni¬ 
formity in the terms of delivery may be 


convenient for the members of an in¬ 
dustry but this factor is outweighed by 
the benefits to the public of competition 
among those members and it is this 
competition which the law seeks to pro¬ 
tect and preserve. 

(c) Much the same objection was 
raised to the sections which provided 
that by accepting goods the purchaser 
shall be deemed to have approved them 
and no action shall lie against the vendor 
except as regards hidden defects; that 
claims for defects must be made within 
30 days; and that the purchaser shall 
not be entitled to any compensation for 
any consequential loss whatsoever. The 
Commission advised that while it may be 
that a unilateral agreement among the 
members could not change the legal 
liabilities as between the parties when 
disputes arise, entering into this agree¬ 
ment could result in the suppliers pre¬ 
senting a solid front to their customers. 
In the Commission's view, such matters 
are best left to the business judgment of 
the individual suppliers. 

(d) The Commission then singled out 
the provision dealing with prices, which 
provided that the purchaser shall pay 
the prices current in the relative trade 
area at the time of delivery and that the 
vendor shall, if so requested, send to the 
purchaser a list stating the prices of 
goods and the period for which such 
prices are to apply. Noting that the sec¬ 
tion was ambiguously worded and sus¬ 
ceptible of more than one interpretation, 
the Commission concluded that the sup¬ 
pliers might well feel justified thereunder 
in agreeing among themselves to adhere 
to their published price lists until such 
are changed. Under well -settled prin¬ 
ciples of antitrust law. such an agree¬ 
ment would clearly be illegal. 

(e) The Commission also expressed 
some concern with the section dealing 
with payments, which provides that the 
purchaser shall pay the invoiced amounts 
within 30 days after date of delivery and 
if payment is made at a later date the 
vendor shall be entitled to interest. The 
Commission advised that it could not put 
its stamp of approval upon an agreement 
by the members of an industry as to the 
length of time during which credit is to 
be extended, stating that it would seem 
such matters are best left to the inde¬ 
pendent judgment of each supplier and 
should not be determined adversely to 
the interests of the customers by agree¬ 
ment among those suppliers. 

(f) Finally, the Commission took note 
of the provision dealing with contracts, 
which stated that all or part of the con¬ 
ditions could be declared applicable to a 
contract entered into for a specified pe¬ 
riod. which could be a calendar year un¬ 
less otherwise agreed. Such contract 
shall imply that the purchaser agrees 
that during the period specified in the 
contract all and any goods specified “or 
as customarily purchased from such sup¬ 
pliers will be obtained solely from the 
vendor • • V* The Commission felt 
that this clearly sanctions full require¬ 
ments contracts for periods of 1 year or 
more and that such contracts are nothin? 
more than exclusive dealing agreements 
for limited periods of time. Whereas 
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they are not per se illegal, generally, the 
law may be stated to be that they are 
illegal If they foreclose competition in a 
substantial share of the market. This 
would naturally require knowledge of a 
number of factors not known to the Com¬ 
mission and not likely to be known w r hen 
dealing with a proposed course of action. 
In the case of any particular supplier, 
the Commission would need to know the 
duration of the agreements, the number 
of customers covered by such agreements 
and the percentage of the total market 
which would thereby be foreclosed to 
competitors. In view of these uncer¬ 
tainties, the Commission felt the best it 
could do would be to advise that the prob¬ 
lem exists but that no opinion could be 
expressed on a prospective basis because 
of lack of knowledge of the essential 
factors which w’ould need to be known 
before an opinion could be rendered. 

(38 Stat. 717. as amended; 15 U.S.C. 41-58) 

Issued: October 25, 1966. 

By direction of the Commission. 

[seal] Joseph W. Shea, 

Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 66-11622; Filed. Oct. 25, 1966; 

8:45 am.] 


Title 19—CUSTOMS DUTIES 

Chapter I—Bureau of Customs, De¬ 
partment of the Treasury 

[T.D. 66-233] 

PART 1—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Customs Regions, Districts, and Ports 

October 19,1966. 

The port of Tacoma, Wash., is present¬ 
ly servicing McChord Air Force Base, 
Wash., and the town of Ruston, Wash. 
In order to provide for the increasing 
need for customs services in these two 
areas, it is desirable to extend the port 
limits of Tacoma, Wash. 

Accordingly, by virtue of the authority 
vested in the President by section 1 of 
the Act of August 1, 1914, 38 Stat. 623 
(19 U.S.C. 2) , which was delegated to the 
Secretary of the Treasury by the Presi¬ 
dent in Executive Order No. 10289, Sep¬ 
tember 17, 1951 (3 CFR Ch. II), and pur¬ 
suant to authorization given to me by 
Treasury Department Order No. 190, 
Rev. 4 (30 F.R. 15769), the geographical 
limits of the customs port of Tacoma, 
Wash., in the Seattle, Wash., customs 
district (Region VIII) comprising the 
territory within the corporate limits of 
Tacoma, Wash., are extended to include 
the following territory: 

Ruston, Wash, (an incorporated fourth- 
pass town), the limits of which are adjacent 
Jr t “ 0Re of Tacoma, Wash.; section 31. T. 20 
!!. J? 3 E *. W.M.; section 6. T. 19 N„ R. 3 E., 
erce ^unty. State of Washington; 
and McChord Air Force Base. 

Section 1.2(c) of the Customs Regula- 
jons is amended by inserting “(including 
territory described in T.D. 66-233)” 
"Tacoma” in the column headed 
district^ entry ” in the Sea ttle customs 


(R.S. 161, as amended, sec. 1, 37 Stat. 434, 
sec. 1. 38 Stat. 623, as amended R.S. 251, sec. 
624, 46 Stat. 759; 5 UJS.C. 22, 19 U.S.C. 1, 2. 
66.1624) 

This Treasury decision shall become 
effective 30 days after publication in the 
Federal Register. 

[seal] James Pomeroy Hendrick, 

Acting Assistant Secretary 

of the Treasury. 

[FR. Doc. 66-11651; Filed, Oct. 25, 1966; 

8:47 ajn.J 

| T.D. 66-235] 

PART 4—vessels in foreign and 
DOMESTIC TRADES 

Special Tonnage Tax and Light 
Money, Rumania 

October 19, 1966. 

The Secretary of State advised the 
Secretary of the Treasury on February 
18, 1966, that the Department of State 
has obtained satisfactory proof from the 
Government of Rumania that no dis¬ 
criminating duties of tonnage or imposts 
are imposed or levied in ports of Rumania 
upon vessels wholly belonging to citizens 
of the United States, or upon the pro¬ 
duce, manufactures, or merchandise im¬ 
ported into Rumania in such vessels from 
the United States or from any foreign 
country. 

Therefore, by virtue of the authority 
vested in the President by section 4228 of 
the Revised Statutes, as amended (46 
U.S.C. 141), which was delegated to the 
Secretary of the Treasury by the Presi¬ 
dent by Executive Order No. 10289, Sep¬ 
tember 17,1951, as amended by Executive 
Order No. 10882, July 18, 1960 (3 CFR 
Ch. ID, and pursuant to the authoriza¬ 
tion given to me by Treasury Department 
Order No. 190, Rev. 4, December 15, 1965 
(30 F.R. 15769), I declare that the foreign 
discriminating duties of tonnage and im¬ 
post within the United States are sus¬ 
pended and discontinued, so far as re¬ 
spects the vessels of Rumania, and the 
produce, manufactures, or merchandise 
imported into the United States in such 
vessels from Rumania or from any other 
foreign country. This suspension and 
discontinuance shall take effect from 
February 18, 1966, and shall continue for 
so long as the reciprocal exemption of 
vessels wholly belonging to citizens of the 
United States and their cargoes shall be 
continued and no longer. 

In accordance with this declaration, 
5 4.22, Customs Regulations, is amended 
by the insertion of “Rumania” immedi¬ 
ately after “Portugal” in the list of coun¬ 
tries exempt from the payment of any 
higher tonnage duties than are appli¬ 
cable to vessels of the United States and 
from the payment of light money. 

(R.S. 161, as amended, 4219, as amended, 
4225, as amended, 4228, as amended; sec. 3, 
23 Stat. 119, as amended; 6 U.S.C. 22, 46 
U.S.C. 3, 121, 128, 141) 

Tseal] James Pomeroy Hendrick, 
Acting Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury. 
IF.R. Doc. 66-11652; Filed, Oct. 25, 1066; 

8:48 a.m.] 


Title 47—TELECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter I—Federal Communications 
Commission 

[Docket No. 16762; FCC 66-935] 

part 73—RADIO BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

Table of Assignments, FM Broadcast 
Stations 

In the matter of amendment of 
§ 73.202, Table of Assignments, FM 
Broadcast Stations (Reedsburg, Wis.; 
Portland, Ind.; Brazil, Ind.; Winner. 
S. Dak.; Ardmore, Okla.; Hutchinson and 
St. Cloud, Minn.; Gonzales, Tex.; Cull¬ 
man, Ala.; Deland, Winter Park, Live 
Oak, and Ocala, Fla.; Rockford, Ill.; 
Adrian and Jackson, Mich.; Corinth, 
Miss.; Albion, Chelsea, and Battle Creek, 
Mich.); Docket No. 16762, RM-969, RM- 
978. RM-984, RM-983, RM-967, RM-988, 
RM-971, RM-987, RM-974, RM-989, 
RM-977, RM-990, RM-1030. 

1, In our notice of proposed rule mak¬ 
ing in this proceeding. FCC 66-637, issued 
on July 14,1966 (31 F.R. 9808) we invited 
comments on a proposal advanced by 
Gerity Broadcasting Co. (RM-989), li¬ 
censee of WABJ(AM), Adrian, Mich., to 
add FM Channel 296A to Adrian by mak¬ 
ing a change in Jackson as follows: 



Channel No. 

City 



Present 

Proposed 

AdMan. Mich_ 

280 A 

28QA.2WA 

Jackson. Mich__ 

231,291,296 A 

231.240A, 291 


Adrian, located midway between Jack- 
son, Mich., and Toledo, Ohio (30 miles 
from each), has a population of 20,347. 
Lenawee County, in which it is the larg¬ 
est community and county seat, has a 
population of 77,789. Station WLEN 
(FM) operates on the sole FM assign¬ 
ment (Channel 280A) and the only AM 
station in the community Is a Class IV 
station (WABJ), licensed to Gerity. 

2. Washtenaw Broadcasting Co., li¬ 
censee of Station WPAG(AM), Ann Ar¬ 
bor, Mich., opposes the Adrian request 
and urges instead that Channel 296A be 
assigned to Ann Arbor. Washtenaw sub¬ 
mits that Ann Arbor lias a population of 
67,340 and its SSMA has a population of 
172,440; that it is one of the educational 
and research centers of the United 
States; that it is one of the few urbanized 
areas which does not have an FM assign¬ 
ment; and that while FM Station WOIA. 
Channel 275, is licensed to Ann Arbor, 
specifics the station's community as Ann 
Arbor, this is not truly an Ann Arbor sta¬ 
tion in view of the fact that it duplicates 
the programs of its AM station in Saline. 
WOIB, and the channel is assigned in the 
Table to Saline, a small community of 
2,334 persons located some miles from 
Ann Arbor. Washtenaw urges that the 
asignment of Channel 296A to Ann Arbor, 
rather than Adrian, would represent a 
more fair and equitable distribution of 
available facilities under section 307(b) 
of the Act, since Adrian already has an 
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FM assignment which can satisfy its local 
needs. With respect to the Adrian pro¬ 
posal to assign Channel 240A to Jackson 
as a substitute for 296A, Washtenaw 
points out that this is not technically 
feasible since there would result a short 
spacing because of mileage separation 
requirements and principal-city signal 
requirements. These assertions are cor¬ 
rect. and thus either proposed use of 
Channel 296A would reduce Jackson’s 
FM assignments from three to two. This 
party contends that its counterproposal 
should be adopted even if Jackson does 
not obtain a substitute for Channel 296A 
since it still has two Clas B stations and 
since the city of Aim Arbor and its ur¬ 
banized area are larger than Jackson 
and its area. As pointed out by Wash¬ 
tenaw, a site for channel 296A at Ann Ar¬ 
bor will have to be located about 4 to 5 
miles west of the city to meet all the 
spacing requirements. 1 2 

3. On September 12. 1966, E. Harold 
Munn, Jr., one of the principals of Com¬ 
munity Service Broadcasters, Inc., li¬ 
censee of WYNZ(AM), Ypsilanti. Mich., 
filed still another conflicting petition for 
rule making, RM-1030. urging the as¬ 
signment of Channel 244A to Chelsea. 
Mich., by making other needed changes 
in the Table as follows: 


City 

Channel No. 

Present 

Frnposed 

Michigan: 

Chelsea. 


244 A 

285 A, 290 V 
231,291 
243.277 

Albion... . 

244 A, 285A 
231,291,2W A 
277 

Jackson... 

Dattle Crook. 



Since Channel 296A cannot be assigned 
to Adrian, Aim Arbor, and Albion, the 
requests are mutually exclusive. Munn 
states that WYNZ, licensed as a daytime- 
only station in Ypsilanti, has been seek¬ 
ing nighttime operation, that the only 
hope of providing a choice of aural 
broadcast services to the residents of 
Washtenaw County is FM. and that there 
is a need for an FM station in the area 
proposed. He urges that his proposal will 
also result in a second Class B assign¬ 
ment to Battle Creek but acknowledges 
that Channel 243 was previously deleted 
from that city in view of a problem of 
interference to television reception on 
Channel 10. 3 

4. The Munn petition for a first FM 
assignment in Chelsea was filed on Sep¬ 
tember 12, 1966. after the time for filing 
comments in this proceeding expired. 
Further, the petition was not filed as a 
comment and counterproposal in the 
proceeding; nor was it directed to RM- 
989, the Adrian request which initiated 
the proceeding. Orderly procedure and 


' Gerity’s very brief comments in support 
of Its Adrian proposal have been summarized 
above. After the Washtenaw counterpro¬ 
posal was advanced, Gerity requested and 
received additional time to reply, but then 
did not file reply comments. 

2 See supplement to third report, memo¬ 
randum opinion and order In Docket No. 

14185, FCC 63-765. issued Aug. 1.1963. 


the importance of reasonably rapid pro¬ 
vision of FM assignments, stations, and 
service require that allocation rule mak¬ 
ing proceedings be resolved with reason¬ 
able dispatch. On the other hand, if 
after a rule making proceeding is closed, 
but before a final decision is rendered, 
a highly meritorious petition is filed 
which conflicts with the subject matter 
of the pending proceeding, we cannot ig¬ 
nore it, if we are to make our allocation 
decisions in the general public interest. 
This has been our policy in the past. See 
second report and order issued on March 
19, 1965 in Docket No. 15542, FCC 65-222. 
In tills instance we do not find the Munn 
request to be of such merit as to warrant 
placing it into the proceeding involving 
Adrian and Ann Arbor. The proposal is 
to assign a first FM channel to Chelsea, 
a community of only 3,355 persons. The 
Munn proposal has other defects. For 
example, it would substitute Channel 
296A for 244A at Albion. Mich. An ap¬ 
plication for Channel 244A for Marshall. 
Mich, (under the 25-mile rule) has been 
on file since September 30, 1965. The 
proposed site would not conform to the 
spacing requirements on Channel 296A 
but would on 244A. This applicant, 
Triad Stations, Inc., has pointed this out 
in an opposition to the Munn proposal. 
If. as the petitioner claims, the purpose 
of the proposal is to assign an FM chan¬ 
nel to Washtenaw County, then the as¬ 
signment of Channel 296A to Ann Arbor 
will result in fulfillment of tills objective. 
He can apply for the assignment. We 
therefore believe that consideration of 
the Munn proposal should not be per¬ 
mitted to delay a decision In the subject 
proceeding and that it should be denied. 

5. Our study of the comments and data 
submitted in the proceeding and the situ¬ 
ation in the respective communities of 
Adrian and Ann Arbor leads us to the 
conclusion that the much larger city of 
Ann Arbor merits its first FM assignment 
before Adrian is assigned its second. In 
making this determination we take into 
account the fact that the station located 
in Saline and using a channel assigned 
there is licensed to Ann Arbor. However, 
we would reach the same conclusion w f ere 
we to decide on a second FM assignment 
for Ann Arbor, much the larger of these 
two communities, as against a second for 
Adrian. While Ann Arbor has three AM 
stations, only one of these is an unlimited 
time operation. Adrian also has an un¬ 
limited time AM station. On balance 
then we conclude that Ann Arbor is to be 
preferred. Therefore, we are assigning 
Channel 296A to Ann Arbor by deleting 
it from Jackson. This will result in two 
Class B assignments to Jackson, two FM 
assignments at Ann Arbor (including the 
Saline channel) and one in the smaller 
city of Adrian, and appears to represent 
a fair and equitable distribution of avail¬ 
able facilities under the circumstances 
presented herein. 

6. Authority for the adoption of the 
amendments contained herein is con¬ 
tained in sections 4(i), 303, and 307(b) 
of the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended. 


7. In view of the foregoing; It is or¬ 
dered, That effective November 30, 1966 
§ 73.202 of the Commission’s rules and 
regulations, the FM Table of Assign¬ 
ments, is amended to read, with respect 
to the communities named only, as 
follows: 


City Channel No. 

Ann Arbor. Mich_ 296A 

Jackson, Mich_ 231.291 


8. It is further ordered, That the peti¬ 
tion of E. Harold Munn. Jr., RM-1030. 
is denied and that this proceeding is 
terminated. 

(Sec. 4. 48 Stat. 1066, as amended; 47 U.S.C 
154. Interpret or apply secs. 303, 307 48 
Stat. 1082, 1083; 47 U.S.C. 303. 307) 

Adopted: October 20, 1966. 

Released: October21,1966. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal! Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-11663; Filed, Oct. 25. 19G6; 
8:49 a.m.] 

Title 49—TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter I—Interstate Commerce 
Commission 

SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL RULES AND 
REGULATIONS 

[Docket No. 3666; Order 701 

PARTS 71-79—EXPLOSIVES AND 
OTHER DANGEROUS ARTICLES 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

At a session of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Division 3, acting as 
an appellate division, held at its office 
in Washington, D.C., on the 11th day of 
October A.D. 1966. 

Upon consideration of Order No. 70, 
Docket 3666, Explosives and Other Dan¬ 
gerous Articles Board, herein, dated April 
14,1966. and of: 

(1) Petition for leave to file a peti¬ 
tion for reconsideration, Association of 
American Railroads, filed July 11, 1966; 

(2) Petition for reconsideration, As¬ 
sociation of American Railroads, filed 
July 11. 1966; 

(3) Letter from Radium Chemical Co., 
Inc., dated May 18, 1966: 

(4) Letter from Eastman Kodak Co., 
dated June 6. 1966; 

(5) Letter from Air Transport Associ¬ 
ation, dated June 7,1966: 

It appearing, that the petition for 
leave to file a petition for reconsidera¬ 
tion of the Association of American Rail¬ 
roads presents good cause for reevalua¬ 
tion and reconsideration of Order No. 70. 
such petition is hereby granted and the 
petition for reconsideration of the Asso¬ 
ciation of American Railroads is hereby 
accepted for consideration; 

It further appearing, that said letters 
submitted by the Radium Chemical Co¬ 
lne., Eastman Kodak Co., and Air Trans¬ 
port Association, although not considered 
as petitions, are of such substance as to 
warrant concurrent consideration with 
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the petition for reconsideration of the 
Association of American Railroads; 

And it further appearing, that the ob¬ 
jections brought forth in the petition and 
letters are not of sufficient degree as to 
warrant revision of the provisions of 
Order No. 70, and that granting of the 
petitioners’ request would not be in the 
public interest; 

It is ordered , That the petition and 
letter requests in all respects be, and 
they are hereby, denied; 

It is further ordered , That Order No. 
70, which became effective on July 12, 
1966, shall remain in effect until fur¬ 
ther order of the Commission; 

And it is further ordered, That copies 
of this order be served upon all parties 
of record herein, and that notice shall 
be given to the general public by deposit¬ 
ing a copy in the Office of the Secretary 
of the Commission at Washington, D.C., 
and by filing a copy thereof with the Di¬ 
rector, Office of the Federal Register. 

(62 Stat. 738, 74 Stat. 808; 18 U.S.C. 834) 

By the Commission, Division 3, acting 
as an appellate division. 

(seal! H. Neil Garson, 

Secretary. 

(FJL Doc. 66-11641; Filed. Oct. 25. 1966; 

8:46 a.m.J 


Title 50—WILDLIFE AND 
FISHERIES 


Chapter I—Bureau of Sport Fisheries 
and Wildlife, Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Department of the Interior 

PART 32—HUNTING 


Tishomingo National Wildlife 
Refuge, Okla. 

The following special regulations are 
issued and are effective on date of publi¬ 
cation in the Federal Register. 

§ 32.22 Special regulations; upland 
game; for individual wildlife refuge 

areas. 

Oklahoma 


TISHOMINGO NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 

The public hunting of squirrels on the 
Tishomingo National Wildlife Refuge, 
Okla., is permitted only on the area 
designated by signs as open to hunting, 
ims open area, comprising 3,100 acres, is 
delineated on maps available at refuge 
headquarters, Tishomingo, Okla., and 
irona the Regional Director, Bureau of 
£Port Fisheries and Wildlife, Post Office 
1306, Albuquerque, N. Mex. 87103. 
Hunting shall be in accordance with all 
applicable State regulations governing 
he hunting of squirrels subject to the 
following special conditions: 
rJc T ?l e open season for hunting squir- 
€JS on the refuge extends from May 15 
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through September 30, 1967. inclusive; 
and from November 1, 1967, through 
January 1, 1968, inclusive, on Tuesdays, 
Thursdays. Saturdays, Sundays, and 
national holidays. 

(2) Shotguns only may be used for 
hunting. 

(3) A Federal permit is not required to 
enter the public hunting area, but hunt¬ 
ers. upon entering and leaving, shall re¬ 
port at designated checking stations as 
may be established for the regulation of 
the hunting activity and shall furnish in¬ 
formation pertaining to their hunting, as 
requested. 

The provisions of this special regulation 
supplement the regulations which govern 
hunting on wildlife refuge areas gen¬ 
erally, which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32. and 
are effective through January 1, 1968. 

The public hunting of rabbits on the 
Tishomingo National Wildlife Refuge. 
Okla., is permitted only on the area 
designated by signs as open to hunting. 
This open area, comprising 3,100 acres, is 
delineated on maps available at refuge 
headquarters, Tishomingo, Okla., and 
from the Regional Director, Bureau of 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, Post Office 
Box 1306, Albuquerque, N. Mex. 87103. 
Hunting shall be In accordance with all 
applicable State regulations governing 
the hunting of rabbits subject to the fol¬ 
lowing special conditions: 

(1) The open season for hunting rab¬ 
bits on the refuge extends from January 
1 through January 15, 1967, Inclusive, on 
Tuesdays, Thursdays, Saturdays, Sun¬ 
days, and National holidays; and from 
January 16 through February 15, 1967, 
inclusive. 

(2) Shotguns only may be used for 
hunting. 

(3) A Federal permit Is not required to 
enter the public hunting area, but hunt¬ 
ers. upon entering and leaving, shall re¬ 
port at designated checking stations as 
may be established for the regulation of 
the hunting activity and shall furnish in¬ 
formation pertaining to their hunting, as 
requested. 

The provisions of this special regulation 
supplement the regulations which govern 
hunting on wildlife refuge areas gener¬ 
ally. which are set forth In Title 50, Code 
of Federal Regulations, Part 32, and are 
effective through December 31.1967. 

The public hunting of coyotes, wolves, 
and bobcats on the Tishomingo National 
Wildlife Refuge, Okla., is permitted only 
on the area designated by signs as open 
to hunting. This open area, comprising 
3,100 acres, is delineated on maps avail¬ 
able at refuge headquarters, Tishomingo, 
Okla., and from the Regional Director, 
Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, 
Post Office Box 1306, Albuquerque, N. 
Mex. 87103. Hunting shall be In accord¬ 
ance with all applicable State regula¬ 
tions governing the hunting of coyotes, 
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wolves, and bobcats subject to the fol¬ 
lowing special conditions: 

(1) The open season for hunting coy¬ 
otes, wolves, and bobcats on the refuge 
extends from January 1 through Septem¬ 
ber 30, 1967, inclusive; and from Novem¬ 
ber 1 through December 31, 1967, inclu¬ 
sive, on Tuesdays, Thursdays, Saturdays, 
Sundays, and National holidays. 

(2) Shotguns only may be used for 
hunting. 

(3) A Federal permit is not required to 
enter the public hunting area, but hunt¬ 
ers, upon entering and leaving, shall re¬ 
port at designated checking stations as 
may be established for the regulation of 
the hunting activity and shall furnish 
information pertaining to their hunting, 
as requested. 

The provisions of this special regulation 
supplement the regulations which govern 
hunting on wildlife refuge areas gener¬ 
ally, which are set forth in Title 50, Code 
of Federal Regulations, Part 32, and are 
effective through December 31,1967. 

The public hunting of raccoons, skunks, 
and opossums on the Tishomingo Na¬ 
tional Wildlife Refuge, Okla., is per¬ 
mitted only on the area designated by 
signs as open to hunting. This open 
area, comprising 3,100 acres, is delineat¬ 
ed on maps available at refuge head¬ 
quarters, Tishomingo, Okla., and from 
the Regional Director, Bureau of Sport 
Fisheries and Wildlife, Post Office Box 
1306, Albuquerque, N. Mex. 87103. Hunt¬ 
ing shall be in accordance with all ap¬ 
plicable State regulations governing the 
hunting of raccoons, skunks, and opos¬ 
sums subject to the following special con¬ 
ditions: 

(1) The open season for hunting rac¬ 
coons, skunks, and opossums on the ref¬ 
uge extends from December 1 through 
December 31, 1967, inclusive, on Tues¬ 
days, Thursdays, Saturdays, Sundays, 
and National holidays. 

(2) Shotguns only may be used for 
hunting. 

(3) A Federal permit is not required 
to enter the public hunting area, but 
hunters, upon entering and leaving, shall 
report at designated checking stations as 
may be established for the regulation of 
the hunting activity and shall furnish in¬ 
formation pertaining to their hunting, as 
requested. 

The provisions of this special regulation 
supplement the regulations which govern 
hunting on wildlife refuge areas general¬ 
ly, which are set forth in Title 50, Code 
of Federal Regulations, Part 32, and are 
effective through December 31,1967. 

Earl W. Craven, 

Refuge Manager , Tishomingo 
National Wildlife Refuge, Ti¬ 
shomingo, Okla . 

October 11,1966. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-11623; Filed, Oct. 25, 1966; 

8:45 ajn.) 
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Proposed Rule Making 


SMALL BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

[13 CFR Part 121 1 

|Rev. 6] 

SMALL BUSINESS SIZE STANDARDS 

Definition of Small Business Manu¬ 
facturer for Purpose of Bidding on 
Government Procurements for Air¬ 
craft and for Purpose of SBA 
Business Loans 

Notice is hereby given that the Ad¬ 
ministrator of the Small Business Ad¬ 
ministration proposes to further amend 
the Small Business Size Standards Regu¬ 
lation (Rev. 6), as amended, by estab¬ 
lishing a new definition of a small busi¬ 
ness manufacturer for the purpose of 
bidding on Government procurements 
for aircraft, and a new definition of a 
small business aircraft manufacturer for 
the purpose of receiving SBA business 
loans. 

The present definition of a small busi¬ 
ness manufacturing concern for the pur¬ 
pose of bidding on Government procure¬ 
ments for aircraft is that a concern be 
independently owned and operated, not 
dominant in the field of operation in 
which it is bidding, and. together with 
its affiliates, employ no more than 1,000 
employees. 

The present definition of a small busi¬ 
ness concern primarily engaged in the 
manufacture of aircraft, for the purpose 
of SBA business loans, is that a concern 
be independently owned and operated, 
not dominant in its field of operation, 
and together with its affiliates, employ 
no more than 1,000 employees. 

It has been brought to SBA’s atten¬ 
tion that in the past year, there has been 
a substantial increase in the Govern¬ 
ment purchase of aircraft. Because of 
this fact, small concerns with less than 
1,000 employees have or will have to in¬ 
crease their employment to meet the in¬ 
creased demands. It is probable that 
some of the concerns qualifying under 
the present procurement and SBA busi¬ 
ness loan size standards will, because of 
the increase in production, become in¬ 
eligible as small business concerns; yet 
their competitive positions within the 
industry will not have changed. Based 
on the foregoing, it is proposed to in¬ 
crease the employment size standard 
for the purpose of a small business man¬ 
ufacturer bidding on Government pro¬ 
curements for aircraft from 1,000 em¬ 
ployees to 1,500 employees. It also is 
proposed to increase the financial assist¬ 
ance size standard for aircraft manufac¬ 
turers from 1,000 employees to 1,500 em¬ 
ployees. 

Interested persons may file with the 
Small Business Administration within 15 


days after publication of this proposal in 
the Federal Register, written statements 
of fact, opinions, or arguments concern¬ 
ing the new definitions. 

All correspondence shall be addressed 
to: 

Deputy Administrator for Procurement and 
Management Assistance, Small Business 
Administration. 811 Vermont Avenue NW.. 
Washington. D.C. 20416, Attention: Size 
Standards Staff. 

It is proposed to change the definitions 
of a small business manufacturing con¬ 
cern for the purpose of bidding on Gov¬ 
ernment procurements for aircraft and 
for the purpose of receiving SBA busi¬ 
ness loans as follows: 

The Small Business Size Standards 
Regulation (Rev. 6) (31 F.R. 9721), as 
amended (31 F.R. 10114, 11651, 11973, 
12479, 12572) is hereby further amended 
by: 

(1) Revising the size standard for SIC 
Industry 3721, Aircraft, in Schedule B, 
§ 121.3-8 to read as follows: 


Ceusus classifica- 
t Ion code 

Industry 

Employment 

size 

standard 
(number of 
employees) 

3T21. 

Aircraft.. 

1500 

(2) Revising the size standard for SIC 
Industry 3721, Aircraft, in Schedule A, 
§ 121.3-10 to read as follows: 

Census clnssIHea- 
tion code 

Industry 

Employment 

size 

standard 
(numt>er of 
employees) 

8721. 

Aircraft. 

1500 




Dated: October 19,1966. 


Bernard L. Boutin, 
Administrator. 

(F.R. Doc. 66-11628; Filed. Oct. 25. 1966; 
8:46 a.m.J 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Consumer and Marketing Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 912 1 

GRAPEFRUIT GROWN IN INDIAN 
RIVER DISTRICT IN FLORIDA 

Approval of Expenses and Fixing of 
Rate of Assessment for 1966-67 
Fiscal Period 

Consideration is being given to the fol¬ 
lowing proposals submitted by the Indian 
River Grapefruit Committee, established 
pursuant to the marketing agreement, 
as amended, and Order No. 912, as 
amended (7 CFR Part 912), regulating 


the handling of grapefruit grown in the 
Indian River District in Florida, effec¬ 
tive under the applicable provisions of 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601- 
674), as the agency to administer the 
terms and provisions thereof: 

(a) That the expenses that are rea¬ 
sonable and likely to be incurred by the 
Indian River Grapefruit Committee, 
during the period beginning August 1, 
1966, and ending July 31, 1967, will 
amount to $25,000. 

(b) That the rate of assessment for 
such period, payable by each handler in 
accordance with § 912.41, be fixed at 
$0,005 per standard packed box. 

(c) Terms used in the marketing 
agreement and order shall, when used 
herein, have the same meaning as is 
given to the respective term in said 
amended marketing agreement and 
order. 

All persons who desire to submit writ¬ 
ten data, view’s, or arguments in connec¬ 
tion with the aforesaid proposals shall 
file the same, in quadruplicate, with the 
Hearing Clerk. U.S. Department of Agri¬ 
culture. Room 112, Administration Build¬ 
ing. Washington, D.C. 20250, not later 
than the 10th day after the publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register. 
All written submissions made pursuant 
to this notice will be made available for 
public inspection at the office of the 
Hearing Clerk during regular business 
hours (7 CFR 1.27(b)), 

Dated: October 21, 1966. 

Paul A. Nicholson, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division, Consumer and 
Marketing Service. 

fF.R. Doc. 66-11659; Filed. Oct. 25. I960. 

8:48 a.m.] 


[ 7 CFR Part 947 ] 

IRISH POTATOES GROWN IN MODOC 
AND SISKIYOU COUNTIES IN CAL¬ 
IFORNIA AND IN ALL COUNTIES IN 
OREGON EXCEPT MALHEUR 
COUNTY 

Expenses and Rate of Assessment 

Consideration is being given to the ap¬ 
proval of proposed expenses and a pro¬ 
posed rate of assessment as hereinafter 
set forth which were recommended by 
the Oregon-Califomia Potato Commit¬ 
tee, established pursuant to Marketing 
Agreement No. 114, as amended, and Or¬ 
der No. 947, as amended (7 CFR Part 
947). 

This marketing order program regu¬ 
lates the handling of Irish potatoes 
grown in Modoc and Siskiyou Counties 
in California and in all counties in or ^ 
gon, except Malheur County, and is ei- 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 31, NO. 208—WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 26, 1966 



















fective under the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.). 

All persons who desire to submit writ¬ 
ten data, views, or arguments in connec¬ 
tion with these proposals may file the 
same in quadruplicate with the Hearing 
Clerk. U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
Room 112, Administration Building. 
Washington, D.C. 20250, not later than 
the 15th day after publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register. All 
written submissions made pursuant to 
this notice will be made available for 
public inspection at the office of the 
Hearing Clerk during regular business 
hours (7 CFR 1.27(b)). The proposals 
areas follows: 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 

§ 947.219 Kxpeiijfcs* and rale of assess¬ 
ment. 

(a) The reasonable expenses that are 
likely to be incurred during the fiscal 
period beginning July 1. 1966, and end¬ 
ing June 30, 1967, by the Oregon-Cali- 
fomia Potato Committee for its mainte¬ 
nance and functioning, and for such pur¬ 
poses as the^Secretary determines to be 
appropriate, will amount to $24,465.00. 

(b) The rate of assessment to be paid 
by each handler in accordance with the 
Marketing Agreement and this part shall 
be four-tenths of 1 cent ($0,004) per 
hundredweight of potatoes handled by 
him as the first handler thereof during 
said fiscal period. 
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<c) Unexpended income in excess of 
expenses for the fiscal period ending 
June 30, 1967, may be carried over as a 
reserve. 

<d) Terms used in this section have 
the same meaning as when used in the 
said marketing agreement and this part. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31. as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: October 21, 1966. 

Paul A. Nicholson. 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division, Consumer and 
Marketing Service. 

|F.R. Doc. 66-11660; Filed, Oct 25. 1966; 
8:48 a.m.) 


No. 208- 3 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 
CALIFORNIA 

Notice of Filing of State Protraction 
Diagram 

October 17,1966. 

Notice is hereby given that effective 
November 28, 1966, the following pro¬ 
traction diagrams, approved September 
14, 1966, are officially filed and of record 
in the Sacramento Land Office. In ac¬ 
cordance with Title 43, Code of Federal 
Regulations, these protractions will be¬ 
come the basic record for describing the 
land for all authorized purposes at and 
after 10 a.m. of the above date. Until 
this date and time, the diagrams have 
been placed in the open files and are 
available to the public for information 
only. 

California Protraction Diagram No. 44 

MOUNT DIABLO MERIDIAN. CALIFORNIA 

T. 8 S., R. 24 E.. 

Sec. 33. SE> 4 : 

Sec. 34. SW»4. 

T. 9 S.. R. 24 E.. 

Secs. 4, 5 and 8 ; 

Sec. 9 .NV 2 - 
T 9 S., R. 25 E., 

Sec. l.NVi; 

Sec. 2,N»/ 2 ; 

Sec. 3.N^; 

Sec. 4. NV 2 I 
Sec. 5, N%; 

Sec. 6. N 14 . 

California Protraction Diagram No. 52 

MOUNT DIABLO MERIDIAN. CALIFORNIA 

T 15N..R. 11 W., 

Sec. 5. All except Lots 1 and 2; 

Secs. 6 . 7 and 8 ; 

Sec. 9. Wi/a.SEft: 

Sec. 10,8*4: 

Secs. 15. 16, 17, 18. 19, 20. 21, 22, 27, 28 
and 29. 

Copies of these diagrams are for sale at 
one dollar ($1.00 > each by the Survey 
Records Office, Bureau of Land Man¬ 
agement, Room 4025, Federal Building, 
650 Capitol Mall, Sacramento, Calif. 
95814. 

John E. Clute, 

Chief, 

Branch of Title and Records. 

(P.R. Doc. 66-11624: Filed. Oct. 25, 1966; 
8:45 a.m.j 


NEVADA 

Notice of Filing of Plat of Survey and 
Order Providing for Opening of 
Lands 

October 18, 1966. 

1. The Plat of Survey of lands de¬ 
scribed below will be officially filed at the 
Nevada Land Office, Reno. Nev., effective 
10 a.m., on November 22, 1966. 


Notices 


Mount Diablo Meridian. Nevada 
T. 45 N.. R. 52 E. (Group 429). 

2. The surveyed area described above 
aggregates 15,597.96 acres. The plat was 
accepted September 9, 1966. Available 
data indicates the land surveyed ranges 
from about 5,650 to 8,650 feet above sea 
level. The soil is sandy loam and rocky. 
Principal users of this area are cattle¬ 
men. Access into the township is by 
trail roads. The general drainage of the 
surveyed area is mostly westward. On 
the north slopes there is dense quaking 
aspen and scattered fir and spruce tim¬ 
ber. and general vegetation consists of 
dense native grasses, wild berry bushes, 
and sagebrush. 

3. Subject to any existing valid rights 
and the requirements of applicable law, 
the above-described lands are hereby 
opened to filing applications, selections, 
and location, except for applications un¬ 
der the Small Tract and Desert Land 
Laws, in accordance with the following: 

Applications and selections under the 
nonmineral public land laws may be pre¬ 
sented to the Manager mentioned below, 
beginning on the date of the order. 
Such applications, selections and offers 
will be considered as filed on the hour 
and respective dates shown for the var¬ 
ious classes enumerated in the follow’- 
ing paragraphs: Applications by persons 
having prior existing valid settlement 
rights, preference rights conferred by 
existing laws, or equitable claims subject 
to allowance and confirmation will be ad¬ 
judicated on the facts presented in sup¬ 
port of such claim or right. All appli¬ 
cations presented by persons other than 
those referred to In this paragraph will 
be subject to the applications and claims 
mentioned in this paragraph. All valid 
applications and selections under the 
nonmineral public land laws presented 
prior to 10 a.m., November 22, 1966, will 
be considered as simultaneously filed at 
that hour. Rights under such applica¬ 
tions and selections filed after that hour 
will be governed by the time of filing. 

4. Persons claiming preference rights 
based upon valid settlement, statutory 
preference, or equitable claims must en¬ 
close properly corroborated statements 
in support of their applications, setting 
forth all facts relevant to their claims. 
Detailed rules and regulations governing 
applications, which may be filed pursuant 
to this notice can be found in Title 43 
of the Code of Federal Regulations. In¬ 
quiries concerning these lands shall be 
addressed to the Manager, Land Office. 
Bureau of Land Management. 300 Booth 
Street, Reno, Nev. 89502. 

Daniel P. Baker, 
Manager , Nevada Land Office . 

[F.R. Doc. 66-11625; Filed. Oct. 25, 1966; 

8;46 a.m.] 


Bureau of Reclamation 

WENATCHEE NATIONAL FOREST, 
WASH. 

Order of Transfer of Administrative 
Jurisdiction of Land 

By virtue of the authority vested in 
the Secretary of the Interior by section 
7(c) of the Act of July 9, 1965 (79 Stat. 
213), and his delegation of authority to 
the Commissioner of Reclamation dated 
February 25, 1966, published March 4. 
1966 (31 F.R. 3426), jurisdiction over 
those portions of the following described 
lands, which lie within or adjacent to 
exterior boundaries of the Wenatchee 
National Forest, Wash., and which were 
acquired by the Bureau of Reclamation 
in the development of the Kcechelus and 
Kachess Reservoirs, Yakima Project, is 
hereby transferred to the Secretary of 
Agriculture for recreational and other 
National Forest System purposes: 
Willamette Meridian 

KEECHELUS RESERVOIR 

T. 21 N.,R. HE.. 

Sec. 1. lots 1. 2, 3. 4. 5, N&NWU; 

Sec. 11, lots 1. 2. NW^NE^j 
S ec. 13. W«/ 2 NE»4, NE>iNW*4. 

T. 22 N..R. 11 E.. 

Sec. 15, SEv 4 NEi 4 .SE *4: 

Sec. 23. lot 1, W»/ 2 NWV4. NWVjSWVi; 

Sec. 27, lots 1, 2. 3.4, B^NW‘4; 

Sec. 35, lots, 1.2, 3. 4, 5, 6, 7. 

T.21N.R.12 E.. 

Sec. 15, lot 1, NE*4, NE 14 NW 14 . 

KACHESS RESERVOIR 

T. 20 N.. R. 13 E., 

Sec. 3, lot 1; 

T.21N..R. 13 E.. 

Sec. 5, lots 1,2, 3, 4, 5; 

Sec. 7, lot 1; 

Sec. 9, lot 1; 

Sec. 17, lots 1,2, 3. 4; 

Sec. 21, lots 1,2,3; 

Sec. 27. lots 1,2,3. 4; 

Sec. 33, lot 1, NW 1 / 4 NE 14 , S‘ 2 NEtf. 

N 14 SE 14 .SEV 4 SE 14 ; 

Sec. 35, WViNW^, NW 14 SW 14 , 

T. 22 N., R. 13 E., 

Sec. 17, lots 1, 2. 3, 4. 5, 6. 7, NE*4NE^J 
Sec. 29, lots 1, 2. 3. 4, 5, 6. 7. 8, SE l 4SW!4- 

Pursuant to said section 7(c) of the 
aforesaid Act of July 9, 1965, the above 
lands shall become National Forest 
lands: Provided, That all lands and 
waters within the Keechelus and Kachess 
Reservoir areas needed or used for the 
operation of the project, or for other 
Reclamation purposes, shall continue to 
be administered by the Commissioner of 
Reclamation to the extent he determines 
to be necessary for such operation. 

This order shall be effective upon pub¬ 
lication in the Federal Register. 

Dated: October 18, 1966. 

G. G. Stamm. 
Acting Commissioner 

of Reclamation. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-11626; Filed. Oct. 25. 1966: 
8:46 a.m.j 
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SNOQUALMIE NATIONAL FOREST, 
WASH. 

Order of Transfer of Administrative 
Jurisdiction of Land 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
Secretary of the Interior by section 7(c) 
of the Act of July 9, 1965 <79 Stat. 213), 
and his delegation of authority to the 
Commissioner of Reclamation dated 
February 25, 1966, published March 4, 
1966 <31 F.R. 3426>, jurisdiction over 
those portions of the following described 
lands, which lie within or adjacent to ex¬ 
terior boundaries of the Snoqualmie Na¬ 
tional Forest, Wash., and which were 
acquired by the Bureau of Reclamation 
in the development of the Tieton Reser¬ 
voir. Yakima Project, is hereby trans¬ 
ferred to the Secretary of Agriculture for 
recreational and other National Forest 
System purposes: 

Willamette Meridian 

TIETON RESERVOIR 

T. 13 N.. R. 13 E.. 

Sec. 5. S Vi NW Vi, . 

Pursuant to said section 7<c) of the 
aforesaid Act of July 9, 1965, the above 
lands shall become National Forest 
lands: Provided , That all lands and 
waters within the Tieton Reservoir area 
needed or used for the operation of the 
project or for other Reclamation pur¬ 
poses. shall continue to be administered 
by the Commissioner of Reclamation to 
the extent he determines to be necessary 
for such operation. 

This order shall be effective upon pub¬ 
lication in the Federal Register. 

Dated: October 18, 1966. 

G. G. Stamm, 

Acting Commissioner 
of Reclamation. 

|FR. Doc. 66-11627; Piled, Oct. 25, 1966; 
8:46 a.m.| 


DELAWARE RIVER BASIN 
COMMISSION 

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 

Notice of Public Hearing 

The Delaware River Basin Commissioi 
a pu ^ c hearing on October 26 
1966 In Room 1306 of the State Offic< 
Building Broad and Spring Gardei 
streets in Philadelphia, beginning a 
Pin. Notice of this hearing was pre 
ousiy given which describes eigh 
are Proposed to be in 
n tlle Comm ission’s Comprehen 
iktt/ ? 11 ’ , The following project, no 
iSS !: he Previous notice, is als< 

a ud place * f ° r hearing at the same tim< 

muhf!! aminy Creek Watershed. / 
Creek P \xr P ? se plan for the Neshamin: 
KomArv W ^^ rshed in Bucks and Mont- 
ment^f C fu Unties ‘ Pa ' for the develop- 
land ivl ^ le water resources, includinj 
and flood con trol, recreation 

unicipal and industrial water sup 


ply. To be phased over an 8-year de¬ 
velopment period, the plan includes eight 
single-purpose flood prevention struc¬ 
tures and two multipurpose structures 
for flood prevention, recreation, and 
municipal and industrial water supply. 
Details of the project are set forth in a 
report, “Neshaminy Creek Watershed 
Work Plan”, Bucks and Montgomery 
Counties, Pa.. May 1966. 

Documents relating to the above 
project may be examined at the Com¬ 
mission’s offices. All persons wishing to 
testify are requested to register in ad¬ 
vance with the Secretary to the Commis¬ 
sion; Telephone 609-883-9500. 

W. Brinton Whitall, 

Secretary. 

October 17. 1966. 

| P.R. Doc. 66-11629; Piled. Oct. 25. 1966; 

8:46 a.m.l 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

l Docket No. 16943; FCC 66-9251 

ASSOCIATED BELL SYSTEM 
COMPANIES 

Order Instituting Investigation 

In the matter of The Associated Bell 
System Companies, Docket No. 16943; 
tariffs for channel service for use by 
community antenna television system. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices 
in Washington, D.C., on the 20th day of 
October 1966; 

1. The Commission has under con¬ 
sideration Tariff FCC No. 34 of The 
Chesapeake & Potomac Telephone Co. of 
Virginia; Tariff FCC No. 27 of The Ches¬ 
apeake & Potomac Telephone Co. of West 
Virginia; Tariff FCC No. 31 of The Cin¬ 
cinnati & Suburban Bell Telephone Co.; 
Tariff FCC No. 34 of The Diamond State 
Telephone Co.; Tariff FCC No. 33 of the 
Illinois Bell Telephone Co.; Tariff FCC 
No. 30 of the Indiana Bell Telephone Co., 
Inc.; Tariff FCC No. 33 of the Michigan 
Bell Telephone Co.; Tariff FCC No. 48 
of The Mountain States Telephone & 
Telegraph Co.; Tariff FCC No. 37 of the 
New England Telephone & Telegraph 
Co.; Tariff FCC No. 34 of the New York 
Telephone Co.; Tariff FCC No. 37 of the 
Northwestern Bell Telephone Co.; Tariff 
FCC No. 34 of The Ohio Bell Telephone 
Co.; Tariff FCC No. 2 of the Pacific 
Northwest Bell Telephone Co.; Tariff 
FCC No. 119 of The Pacific Telephone & 
Telegraph Co.; Tariff FCC No. 52 of the 
Southern Bell Telephone & Telegraph 
Co.; Tariff FCC No. 30 of The Southern 
New England Telephone Co.; Tariff FCC 
No. 55 of the Southwestern Bell Tele¬ 
phone Co.; and Tariff FCC No. 32 of the 
Wisconsin Telephone Co. 

2. The Commission also has under 
consideration a petition filed October 11, 
1966, by International Cable T.V. Corp. 
requesting suspension and investigation 
of certain revisions to the aforemen¬ 
tioned Tariff FCC No. 119 of The Pa¬ 


cific Telephone & Telegraph Co. which 
are published and filed to become ef¬ 
fective October 24, 1966, namely Second 
Revised Page 1, Original Page 4 and At¬ 
tachment C thereof. However, this pe¬ 
tition was filed 13 days before the effec¬ 
tive date of the tariff revision in question 
rather than 14 days prior thereto as re¬ 
quired by § 1.773 of our rules and will be 
dismissed for noncompliance therewith. 

3. The Commission has reviewed the 
provisions in the tariffs specified in para¬ 
graph 1 above and is of the opinion that 
there are numerous provisions therein 
that do not appear to be in conformance 
with the form and content requirements 
of Part 61 <47 CFR Part 61) of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules and that the provisions 
of these tariffs present substantive ques¬ 
tions as to whether they are lawful 
within the meaning of sections 201(b), 
202<a), and 203 of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, and as to 
whether the requirements of section 214 
of that Act have been met. 

4. The Commission is unable to de¬ 
termine at this time whether or not such 
tariffs are or will be just and reasonable 
or otherwise lawful and is concerned 
that, if the aforementioned Second Re¬ 
vised Page 1, Original Page 4 and At¬ 
tachment C of Tariff FCC No. 119 of 
The Pacific Telephone & Telegraph Co. 
are permitted to become effective on the 
October 24, 1966, date specified thereon, 
substantial injury to the public may re¬ 
sult therefrom. Pending hearing and 
decision thereon, the Commission is of 
the opinion that the effectiveness of such 
revised tariff schedules should be sus¬ 
pended in order to avoid any substantial 
injury to the public. 

5. It is ordered. That pursuant to the 
provisions of sections 201, 202, 203. 204, 
205, 214, and 403 of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, an investigation 
is instituted into the lawfulness of the 
tariffs of the Bell System companies 
specified in paragraph 1 hereof and any 
amendments thereto and reissues 
thereof; 

6. It is further ordered . That, pursuant 
to the provisions of section 204 of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as amend¬ 
ed, the aforementioned Second Revised 
Page 1, Original Page 4 and Attachment 
C of Tariff FCC No. 119 of The Pacific 
Telephone & Telegraph Co. are sus¬ 
pended until January 24, 1967; 

7. It is further ordered, That, without 
in anyw r ay limiting the scope of the in¬ 
vestigation, it shall include considera¬ 
tion of the following; 

G) Whether the charges, classifica¬ 
tions. practices, and regulations pub¬ 
lished in the aforesaid tariffs are or will 
be unjust and unreasonable within the 
meaning of section 201(b) of the Act; 

<2) Whether such charges, classifica¬ 
tions, practices, and regulations will, or 
could be applied to, subject any person or 
class of persons to unjust or unreason¬ 
able discrimination or give any undue or 
unreasonable preference or prejudice to 
any person, class of persons, or locality, 
within the meaning of section 202<a> of 
the Act; 
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<3> Whether the aforesaid tariffs con¬ 
form to the requirements of section 203 
of the Act and Part 61 of our rules im¬ 
plementing that section: 

(4 ) Whether the requirements of sec¬ 
tion 214 of the Act, and Part 63 of our 
rules implementing that section have 
been met as to the facilities used to offer 
channel service under the aforesaid 
tariffs and. if not. what action, if any, 
the Commission should take with respect 
thereto. 

(5> If any of such charges, classifica¬ 
tions, practices, and regulations are 
found to be unlawful, whether the Com¬ 
mission should prescribe charges, clas¬ 
sifications, practices, and regulations for 
the service governed by the tariffs, and 
if so, what should be so prescribed; 

8. It is further ordered, That, a hear¬ 
ing be held in this proceeding at the Com¬ 
mission’s offices in Washington, D.C M at 
a time to be specified: and that the ex¬ 
aminer to be designated to preside at the 
hearing shall certify the record, without 
preparation of an initial or recommended 
decision, and the Chief of the Common 
Carrier Bureau shall thereafter issue a 
recommended decision which shall be 
subject to the submittal of exceptions and 
requests for oral argument as provided 
in 47 CFR 1.276, and 1.277, after which 
the Commission shall issue its decision 
as provided in 47 CFR 1.282; 

9. It is further ordered, That the peti¬ 
tion of the International Cable T.V. Corp. 
for suspension and investigation of the 
aforementioned revised pages to Tariff 
FCC No. 119 of The Pacific Telephone k 
Telegraph Co. is dismissed for noncom¬ 
pliance with § 1.773 of the Commission’s 
rules; 

10. It is further ordered , That the 
Bell System companies named in para¬ 
graph 1 hereof are made party respond¬ 
ents hereto, and that American Tele¬ 
phone k Telegraph Co. and the Interna¬ 
tional Cable T.V. Corp. shall be granted 
leave to intervene upon the filing of a 
notice of intention to appear and par¬ 
ticipate within 20 days of the release date 
of this order. 

Released: October 21,1966. 

Federal Communications 
Commission , 1 

l seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

(F.R. Doc. 66-11664; Filed. Oct. 25, 1966; 

8:49 a.m.] 


(Docket No. 16942; FCC 66-924] 

USE OF CARTERPHONE DEVICE IN 
MESSAGE TOLL TELEPHONE SERV¬ 
ICE 

Order Assigning Matter for Public 
Hearing 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices In 
Washington, D.C., on the 20th day of 
October 1966; 

The Commission having under consid¬ 
eration the decision of the U.S. Court of 


1 Commissioner Bartley abstaining from 
voting. 


Appeals for the Fifth Circuit in Carter, 
et al. v. American Telephone k Telegraph 
Co., et al. (No. 23556, Slip Opinion, Au¬ 
gust 17. 1966), and the regulations pub¬ 
lished in American Telephone k Tele¬ 
graph Co. Tariff FCC No. 132 (Message 
Toll Telephone Service) w r hich purport 
to govern the extent to which telephone 
users may attach or connect devices to 
the facilities of the operating telephone 
companies for use in interstate or foreign 
message toll telephone service; 

It appearing, that the Court, in the 
above-referred to decision affirmed a 
February 8, 1966, decision by the U.S. 
District Court for the Northern District 
of Texas, Dallas Division, wherein the 
District Court, in a private antitrust ac¬ 
tion for triple damages and injunctive 
relief filed by Thomas F. Carter and Car¬ 
ter Electronics Corp. against American 
Telephone k Telegraph Co. and the Gen¬ 
eral Telephone Co. of the Southwest, in¬ 
voked the doctrine of primary jurisdic¬ 
tion and referred to this Commission for 
resolution, the question of the justness, 
reasonableness, validity and effect of the 
tariff regulations and practices com¬ 
plained of in the aforesaid action and 
wherein the said District Court stayed 
the proceedings in the aforesaid action 
pending the conclusion of appropriate 
administrative proceedings initiated be¬ 
fore the Commission, Carter, et al. v. 
American Telephone k Telegraph Co., et 
al., (Memorandum Order filed Feb. 8, 
1966. Civil Action No. 3-1294). 

It is ordered , That, pursuant to the 
provision of sections 201, 202, 205, 403. 
and 411 of the Communications Act of 
1934. as amended, a public hearing shall 
be held at a time and place to be herein¬ 
after designated upon the following 
specific issues: 

Issues. 1. The nature and extent of 
the public need and demand for the use 
of the Carterphone device in connection 
with interstate or foreign message toll 
telephone service: 

2. The effect of the use of the Carter¬ 
phone device upon the operation of the 
telephone system used to provide inter¬ 
state and foreign telephone message toll 
telephone services to the public or upon 
the employees and facilities of the tele¬ 
phone companies providing such serv¬ 
ices or upon the public in its use of such 
telephone system; 

3. Whether the provisions of Tariff 
FCC No. 132 filed by American Telephone 
k Telegraph Co. may properly be con¬ 
strued to prohibit any telephone user 
from attaching the Carterphone device 
to the facilities of the telephone com¬ 
panies for use in connection with in¬ 
terstate and foreign message toll tele¬ 
phone services; 

4. If the aforesaid tariff provisions 
may properly be construed to prohibit 
telephone users from attaching the 
Carterphone device to the facilities of 
the telephone companies for use in con¬ 
nection with interstate of foreign mes¬ 
sage toll telephone services: 

(a") Whether such regulations are, or 
will be, unjust and unreasonable and, 
therefore, unlawful within the meaning 
of section 201(b) of the Communications 


Act of 1934, as amended, or are, or will 
be, unduly discriminatory or preferential 
in violation of section 202(a) of said 
Act * 

(b) Whether, in the light of facts de¬ 
veloped in connection with the foregoing 
issues, the Commission, in accordance 
with the provisions section 205 of the 
Act. should prescribe tariff regulations 
which will permit the use of the Carter¬ 
phone device in connection with inter¬ 
state and foreign message toll telephone 
service and, if so, the kind of tariff 
regulation which should be so prescribed; 

5. If the aforesaid tariff regulations 
of the telephone companies may not 
properly be construed to prohibit tele¬ 
phone users from attaching the Carter¬ 
phone device to the facilities of the 
telephone companies for use in connec¬ 
tion with interstate or foreign message 
toll telephone services, w r hat action, if 
any. should be taken by the Commission 
with respect thereto. 

It is further ordered. That Thomas F. 
Carter, Carter Electronics Corp., the 
American Telephone & Telegraph Co., 
the General Telephone Co. of the South¬ 
west, and the associated Bell System 
companies listed below are hereby made 
parties respondent to this proceeding 
and a copy of this order shall be served 
upon such party respondents; 

It is further ordered, That any con¬ 
curring, connecting and other participat¬ 
ing carrier, listed as such in the afore¬ 
said tariff, the United States Independent 
Telephone Association, the General Tele¬ 
phone k Electronics Service Corp., the 
National Association of Railroad and 
Utilities Commissioners and any State 
regulatory body is hereby granted leave 
to intervene upon the filing of a notice of 
intention to appear and participate in 
these proceedings within 30 days from 
the date of the publication of this order 
in the Federal Register; 

It is further ordered. That a hearing 
examiner shall be designated to preside 
in the proceedings ordered herein who 
shall prepare an initial decision on all of 
the issues as provided in § 1.267 of the 
Commission’s rules. 

Released: October 21,1966. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

I seal 1 Ben F. Waple. 

Secretary. 

The Associated Bell System Companies 

The Bell Telephone Co. of Pennsylvania. 

The Diamond State Telephone Co. 

The Chesapeake k Potomac Telephone Co. 
The Chesapeake & Potomac Telephone Co. or 
Maryland. , 

The Chesapeake k Potomac Telephone Co. ©I 
Virginia. . 

The Chesapeake k Potomac Telephone co. oi 
West Virginia. 

The Cincinnati & Suburban Bell Telephone 
Co. 

Illinois Bell Telephone Co. 

Indiana Bell Telephone Co., Inc. 

Michigan Bell Telephone Co. 

The Mountain States Telephone k Telegrap 
Co. 

New England Telephone k Telegraph Co. 

New Jersey Bell Telephone Ca 
New York Telephone Co. 

Northwestern Bell Telephone Co. 
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The Ohio Bell Telephone Co. 
pacific Northwest Bell Telephone Co. 

The Pacific Telephone & Telegraph Co. 
Southern Bell Telephone 8c Telegraph Co. 

The Southern New England Telephone Co. 
Southwestern Bell Telephone Co. 

Wisconsin Telephone Co. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-11665; Filed. Oct. 25. 1966; 
8:49 a.m.l 


(Docket No. 16495; FCC 66 926J 

DOMESTIC NONCOMMON CARRIER 
COMMUNICATION-SATELLITE FA¬ 
CILITIES 

Supplemental Notice of Inquiry Re¬ 
garding Establishment by Non¬ 
governmental Entities 

In the matter of establishment of do¬ 
mestic communication-satellite facilities 
by nongovernmental entities; Docket No. 

16495. 

1. On September 21, 1965, the Ameri¬ 
can Broadcasting Companies (ABC) re¬ 
quested an authorization in the Auxiliary 
Radio Broadcast Services to construct 
and operate a communications satellite 
system for television broadcast distribu¬ 
tion in the United States. We returned 
the application to ABC without prejudice 
on March 2, 1966, and adopted on that 
day a notice of inquiry (FCC 66-207 > into 
the questions raised by it, i.e., the com¬ 
patibility with the Communications Sat¬ 
ellite Act. and the technical and economic 
feasibility of establishing domestic non¬ 
common carrier communication satellite 
facilities by nongovernmental entities. 

2. Briefs and comments were timely 
filed by 19 parties on or before August 1, 
1966. Among the comments submitted 
were novel concepts and proposals con¬ 
cerning domestic common carrter service 
via satellite. In this regard, the Ford 
Foundation submitted a proposal to cre¬ 
ate a corporate entity which would fur¬ 
nish satellite facilities for the transmis¬ 
sion of commercial and educational tele¬ 
vision program material, with charges to 
be made for those services provided to 
commercial users, and part of the profits 
and revenues therefrom to be devoted to 
the support of educational broadcasting. 
The initial notice herein expressly lim¬ 
ited the scope of the inquiry by providing 
that it “is not concerned with the ques- 

whether communications common 
carriers may be authorized to construct 
^m J 0p ! rat€ comm unication-satellite fa¬ 
culties for domestic purposes/* The pub- 
p H, otice released September 8, 1966 
66 “ 799) » gave recognition to the 
necessarily broadened scope of the in- 

?im7f an ^ our order to afford sufficient 
_ me for the preparation of comment on 

m a t^!? nte ? roposals 10 the additional 
J? ised by the flings herein, ex- 
confml date *°r submitting reply 
prS^?r tS 10 November 30.1966. Finally, 
further 1 Were made fo r the filing of 

cember ° n ° r More De ’ 

noticehft/f U i n 2? e ^ supplemental 
Sn in i arify the in tent of the Com¬ 
ber r ^ Public notice of Septem- 

the additfn the nature and scope of 
additional matters which interested 


parties are invited to address in further 
comments herein. Accordingly, in addi¬ 
tion to comments on the proposals and 
concepts already submitted, comments 
are invited as to the following matters; 

(a) The Commission desires to have, 
to the extent they are available, descrip¬ 
tions. from existing carriers responding 
to this inquiry, as well as other entities 
intending to seek authority to provide 
common carrier services, general or spe¬ 
cialized, of their plans for using com¬ 
munication satellite facilities to meet do¬ 
mestic needs: and 

<b) Whether, as a matter of law, there 
is any restriction on the Commission’s 
power to authorize any communications 
common carrier or carriers to construct 
and operate communication satellite fa¬ 
cilities for domestic communications 
services; 

(c) Assuming legal authority, under 
what circumstances should the Commis¬ 
sion issue such authorizations, and to 
whom (one carrier, more than one car¬ 
rier, two or more carriers jointly), hav¬ 
ing due regard for, among other things: 

(1) The comparative advantages of 
communication satellites and other com¬ 
munication media in meeting domestic 
communications needs; 

(2) The effects on charges for, and 
quality and adequacy of, present and fu¬ 
ture public communications services; 

(3) The anticipated volume of domes¬ 
tic communications needs through 1980. 
and the portion thereof that can and 
should be satisfied through the use of 
communication satellite facilities in view 
of expected technological developments 
in all media; 

(4> The comparative advantages and 
disadvantages of meeting domestic needs 
(i) through the facilities of the global 
system; or (ii> through a separate system 
or systems; 

(5) The effect or impact of any such 
authorizations upon the policies and 
goals set forth by the Communications 
Satellite Act and upon the obligations of 
the U.S. Government as a signatory to 
the Executive Agreement Establishing 
Interim Arrangements for a Global 
Commercial Communications Satellite 
System. 

(d> Whether the type of entity and 
service contemplated by the Ford Foun¬ 
dation proposal may be licensed under 
present statutes, and, if not, the type of 
legislation that would be required. 

4. For the most part, comments filed 
thus far have not been fully responsive 
to the technical questions raised in the 
first notice of inquiry as to the adequacy 
of existing allocations to the communi¬ 
cation satellite service or as to the elec¬ 
tromagnetic interference to and from 
both present and projected operations of 
the global commercial communication 
satellite system and the domestic fixed 
public services sharing the same fre¬ 
quency bands. The latter question is 
complicated further by the fact that 
the plenary assembly of the CCIR (Oslo, 
June 1966 >, has recommended changes 
In the technical criteria applicable to the 
power flux density delivered at the 
earth’s surface from space stations. 


Therefore, pending resolution of the legal 
status of the Oslo criteria vis-a-vis those 
criteria now in the International Radio 
Regulations, interested parties, in re¬ 
sponding to the questions raised in our 
prior notice and herein (which include 
the technical questions explicitly set out 
in our prior notice), should direct their 
responses to both the present and Oslo 
criteria. Additionally, to permit an 
evaluation of the impact from proposed 
systems, parties should indicate as fully 
as they now can the planned positioning 
of space stations on the equator for the 
system under consideration if equatorial 
stationary satellites are Involved. 

5. Reply comments and comments on 
the above questions should be submitted 
to the Commission by November 30, 1966, 
and further reply comments by December 
30. 1966. It is requested that an original 
and 50 copies of all reply and further 
reply comments be furnished to the Com¬ 
mission by parties filing in this 
proceeding. 

Adopted; October 20. 1966. 

Released: October 21, 1966. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 1 

[sealJ Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

|F.R. Doc. 66-11667; Filed. Oct. 25, 1966; 
8:49 ajn.| 


(Docket No. 16894; FCC 66M-1422J 

DR. MARVIN H. OSBORNE 
Order After Prehearing Conference 

In re application of Dr. Marvin H. Os¬ 
borne, Jackson, Miss., Docket No. 16894. 
File No. BPCT-3506: for construction 
permit for new television broadcast sta¬ 
tion. 

A prehearing conference in the above- 
entitled matter having been held tedav. 
as scheduled: 

It is ordered. This 21st day of October 
1966, that the hearing is rescheduled and 
in lieu of convening on November 21, 
1966, it will convene at 9 a.m., on Tues¬ 
day, January 3, 1967, at the Commis¬ 
sion’s offices, Washington. D.C.; and 
It is ordered further, That the appli¬ 
cant will supply two copies of his engi¬ 
neering exhibit to counsel for the Broad¬ 
cast Bureau and one copy to the Presid¬ 
ing Officer, and one copy of his financial 
exhibit to each, by not later than the 
close of business. December 1. 1966; and, 
further, that he will carry out. in timely 
fashion, all of the prescriptions set forth 
in the transcript of today’s prehearing 
conference to the end that the hearing 
may be expedited. 

Released: October 21,1966. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal 1 Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[Fit. Doc. 66-11668; Filed, Oct. 25. 1966; 
8:49 a.m.J 


1 Commissioner Cox voting to add a para¬ 
graph restricting consideration to matters on 
the record; Commissioner Loevlnger absent. 
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| Docket Nos. 16924-16926] 

SUNSET BROADCASTING CORP., 

ET AL. 

Memorandum Opinion and Order 

Designating Applications for Con¬ 
solidated Hearing on Stated Issues; 

Correction 

In re applications of Sunset Broad¬ 
casting Corp., Yakima, Wash., Docket No. 
16924, File No. BPCT-3478; Apple Valley 
Broadcasting, Inc., Yakima. Wash., 
Docket No. 16925. File No. BPCT-3648; 
Northwest Television & Broadcasting Co.. 
<a joint venture), Yakima, Wash., Dock¬ 
et No. 16926, File No. BPCT-3672; for 
construction permit for new television 
broadcast station. 

Paragraph 12 of the memorandum 
opinion and order in the above-captioned 
proceeding (FCC 66-913, released Octo¬ 
ber 18, 1966; 31 F.R. 13677), should read, 
and the same is hereby corrected to read, 
as follows: 

12. The Apple Valley Application 
(BPCT-3648): Cascade, but not Colum¬ 
bia. filed a petition to deny the Apple 
Valley application. In addition to the 
Carroll question, petitioner has raised 
questions with respect to whether Mor¬ 
gan Murphy, 97.49 percent owner of the 
stock of the applicant's sole stockholder, 
has engaged in “trafficking” in broadcast 
authorizations, with respect to the appli¬ 
cant's financial qualifications, and with 
respect to whether a grant of the appli¬ 
cation would constitute a concentration 
of control of television broadcasting in a 
manner inconsistent with the public 
interest. 

Released: October21,1966. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

|F.R. Doc. 66-11669: Filed, Oct. 25. 1966; 

8.49 a.m.] 


| Docket No. 14368. etc.; FCC 66R-4111 

SYRACUSE TELEVISION, INC., ET AL. 

Memorandum Opinion and Order 
Enlarging Issues 

In re applications of Syracuse Tele¬ 
vision, Inc., Syracuse, N.Y., Docket No. 
14368, File No. BPCT-2924; W. R. G. 
Baker Radio & Television Corp., Syra¬ 
cuse, N.Y., Docket No. 14369, File No. 
BPCT-2930; Onondaga Broadcasting, 
Inc., Syracuse, N.Y., Docket No. 14370, 
File No. BPCT-2931; WAGE. Inc., Syra¬ 
cuse, N.Y., Docket No. 14371, File No. 
BPCT-2932; Syracuse Civic Television 
Association, Inc., Syracuse, N.Y., Docket 
No. 14372, File No. BPCT-2933; Six Na¬ 
tions Television Corp., Syracuse, N.Y., 
Docket No. 14444, File No. BPCT-2957; 
Salt City Broadcasting Corp., Syracuse, 
N.Y., Docket No. 14445, File No. BPCT- 
2958; George P. Hollingbery, Syracuse. 
N.Y., Docket No. 14446, File No. BPCT- 
2968; for construction permits for new 
television broadcasting stations. 


1. The Review Board has before it for 
consideration a petition to enlarge issues 
filed by Syracuse Television, Inc., on June 
8,1966. 1 * Prior to a discussion of the basic 
qualifications issues requested by the 
petitioner, a short history of this pro¬ 
ceeding may be helpful. 

2. At stake in this proceeding is Com¬ 
mission authorization to construct and 
operate a commercial television station 
on Channel 9 at Syracuse, N.Y. The 
above-captioned applications * were des¬ 
ignated for comparative hearing by Com¬ 
mission orders released November 15, 
1961 (FCC 61-1336), and December 20, 
1961 (FCC 61-1477). During the pend¬ 
ency of the proceeding the Commission 
authorized Channel 9. Syracuse, Inc. (in¬ 
terim corporation), an interim operation 
composed of all the applicants, to con¬ 
struct and operate a television station 
on Channel 9; the interim operation 
commenced in September of 1962. (It is 
the conduct of this interim operation 
which has given rise to the instant peti¬ 
tion.) After an extensive hearing an Ini¬ 
tial Decision (FCC 63D-18, released 
February 7, 1963) was issued recom¬ 
mending a grant of the Onondaga ap¬ 
plication and a denial of the other appli¬ 
cations. In Veterans Broadcasting Co., 
Inc., 38 FCC 25, 4 RR 2d 375 (1965), the 
Commission reversed the recommenda¬ 
tion of the Initial Decision, supra, and 
granted the Baker application. Approxi¬ 
mately 1 month after the issuance of the 
Commission Decision five applicants 3 4 
filed separate petitions for reconsidera¬ 
tion; a joint petition to stay the Decision 
(pursuant to Rule 1.106(n)); and a joint 
petition 1 to vacate the Decision and to 
reopen the record. 

3. In response to these petitions the 
Commission granted a stay of the deci¬ 
sion pending action on the petitions for 
reconsideration and the petition to re¬ 
open the record (FCC 65-294, released 
April 9. 1965). On June 17, 1965. the 
Commission reopened the record and 
added issues to determine: Whether the 
Edward Joy Co. or its officials or owners 
have engaged in antitrust violations in 
the State of New York; the relationship, 
in terms of ownership and/or control, 
between Edward Joy Co. and Baker; and 


1 Other pleadings before the Board are as 
follows: Supplement to petition to enlarge 
issues, filed on Aug. 4,1966, by Syracuse Tele¬ 
vision, Inc.; Joint opposition, filed on Aug. 
5, 1966, by W. R. G. Baker Radio & Television 
Corp., Onondaga Broadcasting, Inc., WAGE, 
Inc., Syracuse Civic Television Association, 
Inc., Six Nations Television Corp., Salt City 
Broadcasting Corp. and George P. Holling¬ 
bery; comments, filed Aug. 12, 1966, by the 
Broadcast Bureau; reply (opposition) to sup¬ 
plement to petition, filed on Aug. 17, 1966, by 
Baker. Onondaga, WAGE. Syracuse Civic, Six 
Nations, Salt City and Hollingbery; and re¬ 
ply, filed on Aug. 24, 1968, by Syracuse Tele¬ 

vision. 

3 Two applicants who had originally filed 
applications for the same facility have 
dropped out in the course of the proceeding. 

* Syracuse Television. Onondaga, WAGE, 
Syracuse Civic and Six Nations. 

4 Hollingbery Joined with the above-men¬ 
tioned (Note 3, supra) applicants in this 
request. 


the circumstances of Baker’s failure to 
inform the Commission pursuant to 
§ 1.65 of the rules of the antitrust com¬ 
plaint filed against Edward Joy Co. by 
the State of New York. See Syracuse 
Television, Inc., FCC 65-527, 5 RR 2d 
577. A hearing on these issues has been 
periodically postponed at the request of 
the applicants to facilitate their efforts 
to reach a merger and/or a dismissal 
agreement.* 

4. In enlarging the issues and remand¬ 
ing this proceeding the Commission 
noted in footnote 6 of its memorandum 
opinion and order, supra, that: 

Unlike the petitioners’ (requested] issues, 
however, the Commission's do not call for 
the Hearing Examiner to make a new com¬ 
parative determination among the appli¬ 
cants. In light of the fact that a decision 
has already been rendered in the proceeding, 
it is more appropriate that the Hearing 
Examiner merely determine whether the evi¬ 
dence adduced makes advisable the selec¬ 
tion of a new recipient for the permit. 

The Commission's intention that the 
qualifications of applicants other than 
Baker were not to be reevaluated was 
reiterated in a subsequent Commission 
opinion denying Onondaga’s petition for 
reconsideration (FCC 65-831, released 
Sept. 23, 1965). In that opinion the 
Commission refused to direct the Exam¬ 
iner to make a comparative reevaluation 
of the other applicants in the event that 
Baker is disqualified or assessed a com¬ 
parative demerit. While it is apparent 
from the two opinions that the Commis¬ 
sion is interested (at this juncture of the 
proceeding) only in whether conduct of 
Baker principals makes advisable the 
selection of a'new permittee, the Board 
does not read the Commission’s pro¬ 
nouncements as barring inquiry into the 
conduct of the principals of other appli¬ 
cants where principals of both designa¬ 
tions are charged with the conduct and 
where the whole of the facts with respect 
to all of such principals can be ascer¬ 
tained with no great additional expendi¬ 
tures of hearing time and efforts. 

5. Syracuse Television’s request is 
based upon an alleged breach of fiduciary 
duty and mismanagement of the assets 
of the interim corporation by T. Frank 
Dolan, Jr., Asher S. Markson, and Ed- 


3 The Edward Joy Co. is almost wholly 
owned by the families of T. Frank Dolan. 
Jr. and Leonard P. Markert. Dolan and 
Markert each own 17.27 percent of Baker’s 
stock. Dolan is president of Baker and presi¬ 
dent, treasurer, and director of the Edward 
Joy Co. Markert serves as vice-president of 
Baker. 

°On Apr. 28, 1966, a merger-dismissal 

agreement was filed Jointly by all of the ap¬ 
plicants except Syracuse Television. The 
Joint petition provided generally for the 
reimbursed dismissal of WAGE and Holling¬ 
bery and a request that the Commission re¬ 
affirm its original grant to Baker (sub nom. 
Veterans Broadcasting Co., Inc., supra) sub¬ 
ject to the assignment by Baker of its con¬ 
struction permit to a new corporate entity 
composed of Baker (48.5 percent), Onondaga 
(19.9 percent), Six Nations (14.5 percent), 
Syracuse Civic (13.0 percent) and Salt City 
(3.4 percent). The parties in their Joint 
petition also requested favorable resolution, 
without hearing, of the Issues outstanding 
against Baker. See Note 14, infra. 
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ward Eagan as members of the Executive 
Committee. 7 Dolan is a principal of 
Baker: Markson is an officer, director, 
and principal stockholder of Onondaga; 
and Eagan is an officer, director, and 
principal stockholder of Salt City. Dolan. 
Markson, and Eagan have served as 
members of the Executive Committee 
since November 1962, when they were 
appointed by the Board of Directors of 
the interim corporation. 9 The Board of 
Directors is composed of a representative 
of each of the applicants. The intended 
function of the Committee is to super¬ 
vise the daily operation of Channel 9 and 
the cash expenditures of the corporation. 
Syracuse Television alleges that in fact 
the members of the Committee failed to 
provide for “even minimal” supervision 
of cash disbursements and withdrawals, 
condoned improvident expense accounts 
and salary increases, failed to supervise 
and account for trade deals and con¬ 
doned the diversion of specific funds for 
noncorporate purposes. 

6. Syracuse Television relies upon the 
following facts to support its allegations: 
On December 17. 1962, the Board of Di¬ 
rectors directed William H. Grumbles, 
president of the interim corporation and 
general manager of the station from 
1962-66,* * to submit periodic lists of all 
corporate checks to the Executive Com¬ 
mittee; the Executive Committee w r as to 
examine these check lists as part of its 
supervisory function; the Committee did 
not verify the accuracy or completeness 
of lists submitted by Grumbles either by 
reference to consecutive check numbers 
or otherwise; and these lists did not 
include all checks drawn or disburse¬ 
ments made. On February 17, 1963, the 
Board directed the Executive Commit¬ 
tee, at the behest of Syracuse Television, 
to “look into the expenses and give a 
report." This report was given on March 
29, 1963, at which time the Board was 
told that the financial operation of the 
station was in order and there was 
nothing “unusual” to report. On Janu¬ 
ary 6. 1966, Syracuse Television made a 
demand on the interim corporation and 
members of the Executive Committee to 
permit inspection of all corporate records 


• Syracuse Television also requests issues 
as to the remaining applicants involved in 
toe interim corporation. The issues re¬ 
quested as to these other applicants relate 
to their condonation and ratification of the 
actions and inactions of the Executive Com- 
mittee members. At most, allegations made 
m respect are relevant only to the com¬ 
parative qualifications of the parties con¬ 
cerned. As noted above, this proceeding has 
reopened for the limited purpose of 
the qualifications of one appU- 
‘u'nJvl . have hereinafter broadened the 
^cope of this reopening to include evidence 
vwJ ot ? er a PPhcants because the facts 
Ll L r ll e t S ereto are common to all mem- 

* he Executive Committee. However, 
to ^ l f deration cau ** Riven at this Juncture 
w matters of comparative significance. 

has a,so servc<1 treasurer (1963- 
(lflfia !^ Pr ^ ident (1965-66) and president 
MarkJ?r*£ nt) of the lnler * m corporation. 
Preset? 8 ^ ved ** treasurer (1965- 

‘ t * °* the interim corporation. 

28 res lgried his positions on Feb. 

’ m6 ‘ and died on Mar. 19,1966. 


and an examination of the minutes of the 
Executive Committee; this request w r as 
refused on January 11, 1966, whereupon 
petitioner obtained a show cause order 
against the interim corporation from the 
New' York State Supreme Court. Prior 
to disposition of this order the parties 
reached a stipulation providing for the 
requested inspection. 

7. Pursuant to this stipulation Syra¬ 
cuse Television retained an independent 
accountant to perform a sample audit. 
Syracuse Television reports the following 
results from this sample audit: During 
the five sample months selected lo 133 
checks In the total amount of $17,594.41 
were omitted from the lists submitted 
to the Executive Committee; William 
Grumbles appropriated in excess of 
$29,000 in the form of purported "ad¬ 
vances” and "prepaid salaries" for which 
no authorization w*as made by the Di¬ 
rectors or the Committee; substantial 
salary increases never brought to the at¬ 
tention of the Board of Directors were 
given to key station personnel: Christ¬ 
mas bonuses, far in excess of the au¬ 
thorized 1 week’s salary, were given in 
1963, 1964, and 1965 and never brought 
to the attention of the Board of Direc¬ 
tors; petty cash disbursements were not 
properly identified or substantiated (Ex¬ 
hibits 2, 3 >; expense accounts of station 
employees were in some cases grossly 
abused and in other cases unsubstan¬ 
tiated (Exhibits 4, 5, 6); and cash dis¬ 
bursements of corporate funds were 
made for purposes not shown to be cor¬ 
porate in nature (Exhibit 7). According 
to Syracuse Television, the Executive 
Committee either permitted these abuses 
or was negligently unaware of the ac¬ 
tions of the station’s employees with 
whose supervision it was charged. 

8. Syracuse Television also alleges 
misconduct involving trade deals. 11 On 
April 5. 1965. the Board of Directors di¬ 
rected the Executive Committee to review 
the entire trade deal procedure. Peti¬ 
tioner states that a complete accounting 
of this procedure w r as never in fact made; 
that no accurate lists of the property or 
credit of the corporation were ever pre¬ 
pared or maintained; that no accurate 
records w ere maintained as to the dispo¬ 
sition of the property or credit of the 
corporation and that no other control 
was maintained to insure that such 
property or credit would not be diverted 
to private use. Petitioner states that as 
a result of these omissions corporate 
property was in fact diverted to the pri¬ 
vate nonbusiness use of Grumbles and 
other employees. (Exhibits 9, 10. 11, 12, 
13, 14, and 15) Due to the inadequacy 
of corporate records petitioner reports 
that it has been impossible to determine 
the actual amount of merchandise re¬ 
ceived and distributed. Moreover, peti¬ 
tioner asserts, the procedure followed in 
recording and reporting trade deals is 
violative of the Internal Revenue Code, 


10 The sample months selected were within 
the period from November 1963 to November 
1965. 

« A trade deal Is a procedure whereby the 
station trades commercial time for the 
product of the advertiser. 


as acknowledged by the corporation’s 
own accounting firm (Exhibit 8A>. In 
total, petitioner contends, partial exam¬ 
ination of the corporate financial data 
reveals waste of corporate assets in ex¬ 
cess of $200,000. 

9. On April 5, 1966, as a result of the 
sample audit, Syracuse Television de¬ 
manded that the Board of Directors in¬ 
stitute the following legal actions: 
Against the Executive Committee mem¬ 
bers for neglect of and failure to perform 
their corporate functions and to recover 
loss or waste of corporate assets resulting 
therefrom; on any surety bond avail¬ 
able; against culpable employees of the 
station and Grumbles’ Estate to recover 
amounts owed the corporation. Peti¬ 
tioner also demanded that the Board ar¬ 
range for a complete and detailed audit 
of the corporation by an independent 
accountant. At a special Board meeting 
held on April 14, 1966, Syracuse Tele¬ 
vision’s demand was considered as a mo¬ 
tion and rejected for want of a second. 
Petitioner instituted suit against the 
Executive Committee members in New 
York State Supreme Court on April 20, 
1966“ 

10. Shortly after Syracuse Television 
instituted the civil suit the Board of Di¬ 
rectors resolved, over Syracuse Televi¬ 
sion's objections, to direct the interim’s 
corporate accountant to proceed with an 
audit to ascertain the nature and extent 
of any corporate loss or wraste attrib¬ 
utable to any present or former corporate 
employee. Syracuse Television objected 
to this resolution as being too limited in 
scope, as including only w rongdoings of 
employees and not those of directors, and 
as not providing for a totally independ¬ 
ent audit. In support of the proposition 
that the Commission gives most careful 
consideration to a serious breach of fi¬ 
duciary duty in assessing an applicant’s 
qualifications, Syracuse Television cites 
the Commission’s decision in the instant 
case: Veterans Broadcasting Co., Inc., 
supra. The petitioner further notes 
that all of the directors of the interim 
corporation have ratified and condoned 
the actions and inactions of the Execu¬ 
tive Committee in that they have op¬ 
posed petitioner's efforts to institute 
remedial actions and, in fact, on May 20, 
1966, over the objection of Syracuse Tele¬ 
vision, voted to reelect Dolan as presi¬ 
dent and elected the two other Com¬ 
mittee members to the positions of 
vice president and treasurer of the 
corporation. 

11. In a joint opposition to Syracuse 
Television’s petition, the other appli¬ 
cants assert that: The petition is un¬ 
timely and could have been filed a long 


“The complaint, alleging the 6ame mat¬ 
ters detailed above, was filed as part of peti¬ 
tioner’s reply pleading. The defendants In 
the civil suit filed motions to dismiss the 
complaint, which w T ere denied on July 27, 
1966, by the New York State Supreme Court. 
In denying the moLions to dismiss, the State 
Court held that the members of the Execu¬ 
tive Committee are to be held to a higher 
standard of duty than on ordinary director. 
This court opinion w'as filed by Syracuse 
Television as part of a supplement to its 
instant petition. 
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time ago; the interim nature of the cor¬ 
poration’s operation made it impossible 
to '‘centralize authority”; William 
Grumbles had complete authority; the 
members of the Committee had no more 
authority than any other director;all 
the parties, including Syracuse Tele¬ 
vision, had contractually agreed prior to 
the commencement of the interim opera¬ 
tion that “no preference or minus points 
shall accrue to any APPLICANT as a con¬ 
sequence of the interim operation.” 
Moreover, respondents contend, the mat¬ 
ters raised by Syracuse Television would 
be more appropriately handled in the 
state court than before the Commission. 
As an alternative to outright denial of 
the instant petition, the respondents 
have indicated their willingness to par¬ 
ticipate in an oral argument directed 
toward consideration of both the merger- 
dismissal agreement and the instant 
petition. 14 

12. The Broadcast Bureau contends 
that petitioner has adequately docu¬ 
mented sufficient allegations to demon¬ 
strate that serious questions exist as to 
the management of the financial affairs 
of the corporation. 1 * The Bureau’s opin¬ 
ion is that the substantiation of peti¬ 
tioner’s allegations, which appears as ex¬ 
hibits attached to the petition and the 
New York State Supreme Court opinion 
(see Note 12, supra) are even more per¬ 
suasive when it is noted that none of the 
objections raised in the joint opposition 
questions the accuracy of the facts 
alleged. 

13. In addition to noting the absence 
of factual dispute in the opposition 
pleading, Syracuse Television advances 
the following arguments in its reply 
pleading; The contractual provision 
cited in the opposition was not meant to 
apply to serious misconduct; private par¬ 
ties cannot, in any event, grant immunity 
to one another in matters involving the 
public interest; the Executive Committee 
members knowingly undertook to carry 
out a detailed supervision of the corpora¬ 
tion’s financial affairs; the Executive 
Committee and the Board of Directors 
had complete power to act and control 
the corporation and William Grumbles 
did not; and the petitioner diligently 


“This argument was specifically rejected 
by the New York State Supreme Court in its 
opinion denying the motions to dismiss filed 
by the interim corporation. See Note 12, 
supra. 

M The Commission, on September 16. 1966 
(PCC 66-813), denied approval of and dis¬ 
missed the merger-dismissal agreement by 
memorandum opinion and order. In view 
of this Commission action the Board does not 
believe an oral argument would be helpful to 
the orderly disposition of the matters in 
issue. 

35 The Bureau notes certain procedural de¬ 
ficiencies in Syracuse Television's petition, 
i.e., the absence of the sample audit report 
and the complaint filed by Syracuse Tele¬ 
vision. In its reply pleading petitioner states 
that the independent auditor’s report was 
given orally to Henry Wilcox, president of 
Syracuse Television, whose affidavit accom¬ 
panied its petition. Petitioner also sub¬ 
mitted a copy of the complaint as part of 
its reply pleading. 


pursued his remedies within and without 
the corporation to correct the gross ir¬ 
regularities detailed in its petition. As 
to the timeliness argument raised in the 
joint opposition, petitioner notes that in 
view of its diligence in pursuing all avail¬ 
able remedies it is inappropriate for the 
applicants who resisted its efforts and 
forced it to resort to legal remedies to 
claim the petition could have been filed 
earlier. 

14. In view of the uncontested allega¬ 
tions of petitioner, the Board believes 
substantial questions have been raised 
regarding the conduct of Dolan, Mark- 
son, and Eagan while serving as officers, 
directors, and members of the Executive 
Committee of the interim corporation * 
It is axiomatic that any contractual pro¬ 
visions made between the applicants can¬ 
not be binding upon those charged with 
protection of the public interest. It is 
similarly well established that merely be¬ 
cause an applicant’s actions may be 
pertinent to a private litigation between 
the parties the Commission is not pre¬ 
cluded from determining the same fac¬ 
tual questions in a Commission proceed¬ 
ing. See Community Radio of Saratoga 
Springs, N.Y., Inc., FCC 64R-459, 3 RR 
2d 644; Syracuse Television, Inc., supra; 
and Report on Uniform Policy as to 
Violation by Applicants of Laws of the 
United States, 1 RR (Part 3) 91:495 
(1951). Moreover, in the instant case 
the misconduct alleged relates directly 
to the operation of a broadcast facility 
and is clearly within the mandate of sec¬ 
tion 308(b) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended. 17 

15. The Board cannot conclude that 
the petition should be dismissed for un¬ 
timeliness or noncompliance with § 1.229 
of the Commission rules. Although it is 
arguable whether Syracuse Television 
could have discovered the irregularities 
now complained of at an earlier date, it, 
as a member of the Board of Directors, 
had a right to rely on the Executive Com¬ 
mittee ”* • * to fulfill its supervisory 
duties.” Nowhere do the opposing ap¬ 
plicants suggest how petitioner could 
have discovered the corporate irregulari¬ 
ties at an earlier date; in fact, the oppo- 


w As noted in para. 4. supra, the Board is 
cognizant of the Commission’s general inten¬ 
tion to limit further inquiry in this proceed¬ 
ing to Baker’s qualifications. However, the 
nature of the allegations is such that the in¬ 
clusion of an issue relating to Markson and 
Eagan would not significantly lengthen the 
proceeding or complicate the record. On the 
contrary, it appears that the complete facts 
as to the Involvement of Dolan, Markson, and 
Eagan can be ascertained at only slightly 
more effort than as to Dolan alone; and the 
adduction of the complete facts at this time 
would save hearing time in the future should 
the Commission ultimately conclude that the 
grant to Baker should be vacated. 

K The Board notes that in this same pro¬ 
ceeding, Veterans Broadcasting Co., supra, 
the Commission expressed its serious concern 
with Markson’s questionable conduct as 
president and director of a furniture com¬ 
pany. This Commission concern leads the 
Board to conclude that the instant charges, 
which relate to the operation of a broadcast 
entity, must be given the most thorough and 
serious consideration. 


$ition pleading implies that even the 
members of the Executive Committee, 
and certainly the other members of the 
Board of Directors, knew nothing of the 
financial irregularities. Petitioner has 
documented its repeated efforts to gain 
the cooperation of the interim corpora¬ 
tion’s Board of Directors and Executive 
Committee and their repeated refusals 
and inaction; it would be grossly inequi¬ 
table to deny the instant petition as un¬ 
timely and permit the applicants who 
have persistently resisted petitioner’s 
efforts to ascertain the relevant corpo¬ 
rate information to benefit from their 
own delaying tactics. While some of the 
allegations made by petitioner have not 
been properly substantiated and docu¬ 
mented, the bulk of the allegations, which 
are properly presented, are more than 
sufficient to require the addition of an 
issue." 

16. Evidentiary issues to determine 
whether Dolan, Markson. and/or Eagan 
have failed to perform their fiduciary 
duties and obligations will be added. 
Issue 4 pertains solely to the conduct of 
Dolan. Issue 5 pertains to the conduct 
of Markson and/or Eagan. The Board 
has so divided these evidentiary issues 
due to the existing ultimate disqualifica¬ 
tion issue already added by the Commis¬ 
sion as to Baker (Dolan). Thus the is¬ 
sues as amended hereby require an evi¬ 
dentiary determination as to Dolan, 
Markson, and Eagan and an ultimate 
determination as to whether Baker 
should be disqualified. Since petitioner s 
charges “relate largely to acts of omis¬ 
sion rather than commission”, the bur¬ 
den of proof and the burden of proceed¬ 
ing with the evidence under the issues 
herein added are placed upon Syracuse 
Television. See Lamar Life Insurance 
Co., FCC 66-815, released September 27, 
1966. 

Accordingly, it is ordered, This 18th 
day of October 1966, that the petition to 
enlarge issues in reopened proceeding 
filed by Syracuse Television, Inc. on June 
8, 1966, is granted to the extent indicated 
herein, and is denied in all other re¬ 
spects; and that the issues in this pro¬ 
ceeding are enlarged by the addition of 
the following: 

4. To determine whether T. Frank 
Dolan, Jr. has failed to perform his duties 
and obligations as a member of the Ex¬ 
ecutive Committee, as director and/or an 
officer of Channel 9. Syracuse, Inc. 

5. To determine whether Asher H. 
Markson and Edward Eagan, jointly or 
individually, have failed to perform their 
duties and obligations as members of the 
Executive Committee, directors and or 
officers of Channel 9, Syracuse, Inc. 

It is further ordered, That existing Is¬ 
sue <4> be renumbered as Issue <6>; 

It is further ordered, That the Hearing 
Examiner make full use of his authority 
to utilize, among other procedures, pre- 


** Even were it held that no excuse exists 
for the late-filing of the petition, the Board 
views petitioner’s total showing as sufficiently 
compelling to warrant the inquiry requested. 
Cf. West Central Ohio Broadcasters, Inc.. 4 
FCC 2d 934 and The Edgefield-Saluda Radio 
Co. (WJES), FCC 66R-372. 
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hearing conferences and the filing of 
stipulations as to facts and issues, with 
the objective of refining the issues, expe¬ 
diting the proceeding, and keeping the 
further hearing within practicable 
limits.'* 


Released: October 19.1966. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 2 * 

(seal 1 Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary . 

[PR. Doc. 66-11670; Filed. Oct. 25, 1966: 
8:49 a.m.J 


(Canadian Change List 2171 


CANADIAN BROADCAST STATIONS 


List of Changes, Proposed Changes, and Corrections in Assignments 

October 7, 1966. 

Notification under the provision of Part m. section 2 of the North American 
Regional Broadcasting Agreement. 

List of changes, proposed changes and corrections in assignments of Canadian 
Broadcast Stations modifying Appendix containing Assignments of Canadian Sta¬ 
tions (Mimeograph No 47214-3) attached to the Recommendation of the North 
American Regional Broadcasting Agreement Engineering Meeting. 


Cull Letters 

Location 

Power k w 

| Antenna 

Sched¬ 

ule 

Class 

Expected date of 
commencement of 
o|H»railon 

CPAR (now in oper¬ 

Klin Flon, Manitoba 

690 kilocycle* 

10 kw D/l kw 

DA 1) 

U 

III 


ation with iiw 
tfessed daytime 
power), 

C1II.T (delete as- 

Sherbrooke, Province of 

N. 

GSO kilocycle* 

50 kw D/10 kw 

ND-N 

DA -2 

17 

III 


siRnmcnt— noti¬ 
fied on list Xo. 

189). 

CULT (PO: «30 kc 

Quebec. 

Sherbrooke, Province of 

N. 

GSO kilocycle* 

50 kw D/15 kw 

DA-2 

V 

III 

E.T.O. 0-20-67. 

10 kw D/5 kw X 

PA-2). 

CRTS (authorized 

Quebec. 

Sherbrooke, Province of 

N. 

900 kilocycle* 

10 kw. 

DA-2 

V 

II 

E.I.O. 0-20 -07. 

operation 900 kc 
l kw D.V-t. 

OltQM (PO: 1320 

Quebec. 

Vancouver, British 

IStO kilocycle* 

50 kw. 

DA-2 

V 

III 

E.l.O. 9-20-67. 

ke 10 kw DA-1). 

New . . 

Columbia. 

Elliot Luke, Ontario 

t llO kilocycle* 
0.25 k w 

ND 

v 1 

IV 

E.I.O 9-20-67. 


Federal Communications 
Commission, 

f seal 1 Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

|P.R Doc. 66-11666; Filed. Oct. 25. 1966; 8:49 a.m.| 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Docket Nos. G-3245, etc.] 

CUMBERLAND GAS CO. ET AL. 


Findings and Order 

October 17, 1966. 

Findings and order after statutory 
nearing issuing certificates of public con¬ 
venience and necessity, canceling docket 
number, amending certificates, per¬ 
mitting and approving abandonment ol 
service, substituting respondents, mak¬ 
ing successor co-respondent, redesig¬ 
nating proceedings, requiring filing oi 
agreement and undertaking, accepting 
agreement and undertaking for filing 
and accepting related rate schedules and 
supplements for filing. 

the Applicants listed herein 
as filed an application pursuant to sec- 
uon 7 of the Natural Gas Act for a cer- 
°* Public convenience and 
iS*** authorizing the sale and de- 
mJ y °* na tural gas in interstate com- 
ce * * or Permission and approval tc 

" Syracuse Television, Inc., supra. 


abandon service, or a petition to amend 
an existing certificate authorization, all 
as more fully described in the respective 
applications and petitions (and any sup¬ 
plements or amendments thereto) which 
are on file with the Commission. 

The Applicants herein have filed re¬ 
lated FPC Gas Rate Schedules and pro¬ 
pose to initiate or abandon, add or delete 
natural gas service in interstate com¬ 
merce as indicated by the tabulation 
herein. All sales certificated herein are 
at rates either equal to or below the ceil¬ 
ing prices established by the Commis¬ 
sion’s statement of general policy No. 
61-1, as amended, or involve sales for 
which permanent certificates have been 
previously issued. 

Cumberland Gas Co.. Applicant In 
Docket No. G-3245, proposes to continue 
sales of natural gas heretofore author¬ 
ized in said docket to be made by Cum¬ 
berland Gas Corp. By order issued 
November 15,1965, in Docket No. G-4615, 
et al., Cumberland Gas Corp. was per- 


39 Dissenting statement of Review Board 
Member Kessler, in which Board Member 
Nelson Joins, filed as part of original docu¬ 
ment. 


mitted in Docket No. CI66-214 to aban¬ 
don the sale of natural gas theretofore 
authorized in Docket No. G-3245 and its 
related FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 4 
was canceled. The then effective rate 
under said rate schedule was in effect 
subject to refund in Docket No. RI61- 
228. Therefore, Applicant will be sub¬ 
stituted as respondent in said proceeding, 
the proceeding will be redesignated ac¬ 
cordingly. and Applicant will be required 
to file an agreement and undertaking in 
Docket No. RI61-228 to assure the refund 
of any amount collected by Cumberland 
Gas Co. in excess of the amount deter¬ 
mined to be just and reasonable in said 
proceeding. 

George R. Brown. Applicant in Docket 
No. G-18479, proposes to continue the 
sale of natural gas heretofore authorized 
in said docket and made pursuant to 
Herman Brown Estate FPC Gas Rate 
Schedule No. 6. Herman Brown Estate’s 
rate schedule will be redesignated as 
George R. Brown FPC Gas Rate Schedule 
No. 19. Herman Brown Estate has filed 
for an increase in rate under said rate 
schedule which increase is suspended in 
Docket No. RI62-5ir and not made ef¬ 
fective. Accordingly, Applicant will be 
substituted in lieu of Herman Brown 
Estate as respondent in the proceeding 
pending in Docket No. RI62-511 and the 
proceeding will be redesignated. 

Tenneco Oil Co. (Operator), et al.. Ap¬ 
plicant in Docket No. CI66-701, proposes 
to continue in part the sale of natural 
gas heretofore authorized in Docket No. 
G-6591 and made pursuant to Continen¬ 
tal Oil Co. (Operator), et al., FPC Gas 
Rate Schedule No. 4. Applicant has 
filed an instrument of ratification of said 
rate schedule as its own rate schedule. 
The presently effective rate under Con¬ 
tinental’s rate schedule is in effect sub¬ 
ject to refund in Docket No. RI60-340. 1 
Continental has collected an increased 
rate under said rate schedule for a 
locked-in period subject to refund in 
Docket No. G-19666.' Applicant has re¬ 
quested to be made co-respondent in both 
of said rate proceedings and has sub¬ 
mitted an agreement and undertaking 
to assure the refund of any amount col¬ 
lected by it in excess of the amounts de¬ 
termined to be just and reasonable in said 
proceedings. Therefore, Applicant will 
be made co-respondent, the proceedings 
will be redesigned accordingly, and the 
agreement and undertaking will be ac¬ 
cepted for filing. 

After due notice, a petition to inter¬ 
vene by Long Island Lighting Co. was 
filed in Docket No. CI66-701, in the mat¬ 
ter of the application filed February 7, 
1966, in said docket. The petition to 
intervene has been withdrawn and no 
other petitions to intervene, notices of 
intervention, or protests to the granting 
of any of the respective applications or 
petitions in this order have been received. 

At a hearing held on October 12. 1966, 
the Commission on its own motion re¬ 
ceived and made a part of the record in 
these proceedings all evidence, including 
the applications, amendments, and ex- 


x Consolidated with Docket No. AR64-2, 
et al. 


No. 208-4 
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hibits thereto, submitted In support of 
the respective authorizations sought 
herein, and upon consideration of the 
record. 

The Commission finds: 

(X) Each Applicant herein is a “nat¬ 
ural-gas company” within the meaning 
of the Natural Gas Act as heretofore 
found by the Commission or will be en¬ 
gaged in the sale of natural gas in inter¬ 
state commerce for resale for ultimate 
public consumption, subject to the juris¬ 
diction of the Commission, and will 
therefore, be a “natural-gas company’* 
within the meaning of said Act upon the 
commencement of the service under the 
respective authorizations granted herein¬ 
after. 

(2) The sales of natural gas herein¬ 
before described, as more fully described 
in the respective applications, amend¬ 
ments and/or supplements herein, will 
be made in interstate commerce, subject 
to the jurisdiction of the Commission, 
and such sales by the respective Appli¬ 
cants, together with the construction and 
operation of any facilities subject to the 
jurisdiction of the Commission necessary 
therefor, are subject to the requirements 
of subsections <c) and (e) of section 7 of 
the Natural Gas Act. 

(3) The sales of natural gas by the 
respective Applicants, together with the 
construction and operation of any facili¬ 
ties subject to the jurisdiction of the 
Commission necessary therefor, are re¬ 
quired by the public convenience and 
necessity and certificates therefore 
should be issued as hereinafter ordered 
and conditioned. 

(4) The respective Applicants are able 
and willing properly to do the acts and to 
perform the services proposed and to con¬ 
form to the provisions of the Natural Gas 
Act and the requirements, rules, and reg¬ 
ulations of the Commission thereunder. 

(5) It is necessary and appropriate in 
carrying out the provisions of the Natural 
Gas Act that Docket No. CI67-156 should 
be canceled and that the application filed 
therein should be processed as a peti¬ 
tion to amend the certificate heretofore 
issued in Docket No. CI64-873. 

<6) It is necessary and appropriate in 
carrying out the provisions of the Nat¬ 
ural Gas Act and the public convenience 
and necessity require that the certificate 
authorizations heretofore issued by the 
Commission in Docket Nos. G-3245, 
G-3270, G-11861, G-12245, G-18479, 

G-18786, G-19246, G-20368, CI61-752, 
CI61-1650, CI62-207, CI63-415, CI63- 
1357. CI63-1494, CI64-873, CI65-564, 
CI65-956, and CI66-595 should be 
amended as hereinafter ordered and 
conditioned. 

(7) It is necessary and appropriate in 
carrying out the provisions of the Nat¬ 
ural Gas Act that the certificates issued 
in the following dockets should be 
amended to reflect the deletion of acre¬ 
age where new certificates are issued 
herein or existing certificates are 
amended herein to authorize service 
from the subject acreage: 


Amend to 

New certificate 
and/or amendment 

delete acreage 

to add acreage 

G-6591 . 

.. CI66-701 

G-13633 - 

_ CI64-873 

G-16166_ 

_ CI67-145 

G-15373 - 

_CI64-145 

CI61-752 _ 

_ CI67-180 

CI61—1146 .. 

_ CI67-180 

C164-15_ 

_ CI67-113 

CI64—1405 . . 

_CI67-90 


(8) The sale of natural gas proposed 
to be abandoned by Applicant in Docket 
No. CI67-163, as hereinbefore described, 
all as more fully described in the tabu¬ 
lation herein and in the application, is 
subject to the requirements of subsec¬ 
tion <b) of section 7 of the Natural Gas 
Act and the abandonment should be 
permitted and approved as hereinafter 
ordered. 

(9) It is necessary and appropriate in 
carrying out the provisions of the Nat¬ 
ural Gas Act that Cumberland Gas Co. 
should be substituted in lieu of Cum¬ 
berland Gas Corp. as respondent in the 
proceeding pending in Docket No. RI61- 
228, that said proceeding should be re¬ 
designated accordingly, and that Cum¬ 
berland Gas Co. should be required to 
file an agreement and undertaking to 
assure the refund of any amounts col¬ 
lected in excess of the amount determined 
to be just and reasonable in said 
proceeding. 

(10) It is necessary and appropriate in 
carrying out the provisions of the Nat¬ 
ural Gas Act that George R. Brown 
should be substituted in lieu of Herman 
Brown Estate as respondent in the pro¬ 
ceeding pending in Docket No. RI62-511 
and that said proceeding should be re¬ 
designated accordingly. 

(11) It is necessary and appropriate 
in carrying out the provisions of the 
Natural Gas Act that Tenneco Oil Co. 
(Operator) et al. f should be co-respond¬ 
ent in the proceedings pending in Docket 
Nos. G-19666 and RI60-340, that said 
proceedings should be redesignated ac¬ 
cordingly. and that the agreement and 
undertaking submitted by Tenneco in 
said proceedings should be accepted for 
filing. 

(12) It is necessary and appropriate 
in carrying out the provisions of the 
Natural Gas Act that the name of the 
respondent in the proceeding pending in 
Docket No. RI61-499 should be changed 
from Marshall R. Young Drilling Co. 
to Marshall R. Young Oil Co., and that 
the proceeding should be redesignated 
accordingly. 

(13) It is necessary and appropriate in 
carrying out the provisions of the Nat¬ 
ural Gas Act that the respective related 
rate schedules and supplements as desig¬ 
nated or redesignated in the tabulation 
herein should be accepted for filing as 
hereinafter ordered. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Certificates of public convenience 
and necessity are issued upon the terms 
and conditions of this order, authorizing 
the sales by the respective Applicants 
herein of natural gas in interstate com¬ 
merce for resale, together with the con¬ 
struction and operation of any facilities 
subject to the jurisdiction of the Com¬ 


mission necessary for such sales, all as 
hereinbefore described and as more 
fully described in the respective applica¬ 
tions, amendments, supplements, and 
exhibits in tills proceeding. 

<B) The certificates granted in para¬ 
graph (A) above are not transferable 
and shall be effective only so long as 
Applicants continue the acts or opera¬ 
tions hereby authorized in accordance 
with the provisions of the Natural Gas 
Act and the applicable rules, regulations, 
and orders of the Commission. 

(C> The grant of the certificates 
issued in paragraph (A) above shall not 
be construed as a waiver of the require¬ 
ments of section 4 of the Natural Gas 
Act or of Part 154 or Part 157 of the 
Commission’s regulations thereunder, 
and is without prejudice to any findings 
or orders which have been or may here¬ 
after be made by the Commission in any 
proceeding now pending or hereafter 
instituted by or against the respective 
Applicants. Further, our action in this 
proceeding shall not foreclose nor prej¬ 
udice any future proceeding or ob¬ 
jections relating to the operation of any 
price or related provisions in the gas 
purchase contracts herein involved. Nor 
shall the grant of the certificates afore¬ 
said for service to the particular cus¬ 
tomers involved imply approval of all 
of the terms of the respective contracts 
particularly as to the cessation of serv¬ 
ice upon termination of said contracts, 
as provided by section 7«b > of the 
Natural Gas Act. Nor shall the grant 
of the certificates aforesaid be con¬ 
strued to preclude the imposition of any 
sanctions pursuant to the provisions of 
the Natural Gas Act for the unauthor¬ 
ized commencement of any sales of 
natural gas subject to said certificates. 

(D) The grant of the certificates is¬ 
sued herein on all applications filed 
after April 5, 1965, is upon the condition 
that no increase in rate which would ex¬ 
ceed the ceiling prescribed for the given 
area by paragraph (d) of the Commis¬ 
sion's statement of general policy' No. 
61-1, as amended, shall be filed prior 
to the applicable dates, as indicated by 
footnotes 18 and 25 in the attached 
tabulation. 

(E) The certificate issued herein in 
Docket No. CI66-701 involving the sale 
of gas by Tenneco Oil Co. (Operator) 
et al.. to its parent Tennessee Gas Pipe¬ 
line Co., a division of Tenneco, Inc., 
determines the rate which legally may 
be paid by the buyer to the seller, but is 
without prejudice to any action which 
the Commission may take in any fu¬ 
ture rate proceeding involving cither 
company. 

(F) A certificate is issued herein m 

Docket No. CI67-90 and the acceptance 
of the related rate schedule is contingent 
upon Applicant submitting a billing 
statement. . 

(G) Certificates are issued herein in 

Docket Nos. CI67-50 and CI 67 - 178 . au¬ 
thorizing the respective Applicants to 
continue the sales of natural gas wnjen 
were initiated without prior Commission 
authorization. . 

<H) A certificate is issued herein to 
Sun Oil Co. in Docket No. CI 67 - 172 , au- 
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thorizing Applicant to continue the sale 
of natural gas previously covered by the 
Operator’s certificate in Docket No. 
CI65-956. 

(I) The certificate heretofore issued 
in Docket No. CI65-956 is amended to re¬ 
flect Pan American Petroleum Corp. as 
Operator in lieu of Maytex Gas Co.; 
further, said certificate is amended by 
deleting therefrom authorization to sell 
gas from the interest of Sun Oil Co. 

(J) Docket No. CI67-156 is canceled. 

iK> The certificates heretofore issued 

in Docket Nos. G-11861. CI61-752. CI61- 
1650, CI64-873, and CI66-595 are amend¬ 
ed by adding thereto or deleting there¬ 
from authorization to sell natural gas to 
the same purchasers and in the same 
areas as covered by the original authori¬ 
zations, pursuant to the rate schedule 
supplements as indicated in the tabula¬ 
tion herein. 

(L) The certificates heretofore issued 
in the following dockets are amended to 
reflect the deletion of acreage where new 
certificates are issued herein or existing 
certificates are amended herein to au¬ 
thorize service from the subject acreage; 

New certificate 

Amend to delete and/or amendment 

acreage to add acreage 

G-6591 .C166-701 

0-13633 ...Cl64-873 

G-15166..CI67-145 

G-15373 _CI67-145 

Cl61-752 ..CI67-180 

CI61-1146.Cl 67-180 

Cl 64-15.CI67-113 

C164-1405 .CI67-90 


( M) The certificate heretofore issued 
in Docket No. CI65-564 is amended to 
include the interest of the nonsignatory 
coowner and the related rate schedule is 
redesignated as Standard Oil Co. of 
Texas, a division of Chevron Oil Co. 
(Operator) et al. 

<N> The certificates heretofore issued 
in Docket Nos. G-3270 and G-12245 are 
amended to reflect the change in name 
from Marshall R. Young Drilling Co. to 
Marshall R. Young Oil Co. 

(0> The certificates heretofore issued 
in Docket Nos. G-3245, G-18479, G-18786. 
G-19246. G-20368, CI62-207. CI63-415, 
CI63-1357, and CI63-1494 are amended 
oy changing the certificate holders to 
the respective successors in interest as 
indicated in the tabulation herein. 

^Pi Permission for and approval of 
me abandonment of service by Appli¬ 
cant in Docket No. CI67-163, as herein- 
<i e scrit>ed. and as more fully de¬ 
scribed. in the application herein is 


<Q > Cumberland Gas Co. is substitu 
of Cumberland Gas Corp. as 
in the Proceeding pending 
»**et No RI61 _ 228 and sai(J prQc l 

«^fi Signated accordingly. 2 
thjc Within 30 days from the dat< 
execut*^ r ' Cumberland Gas Co. si 
shall mk m .. t ^ e J orm set out bel °w. i 
missis! 6 W th the Secretar y of the Cc 
underiLf" acceptabIe agreement i 

gether assure the ^und. 

Interest at the rate of 7 p 
; Cumberland Gas Co. 


cent per annum, of any amounts col¬ 
lected by Cumberland Gas Corp. in excess 
of the amount determined to be just and 
reasonable in said proceeding. Unless 
notified to the contrary by the Secretary 
of the Commission within 30 days from 
the date of submission said agreement 
and undertaking shall be deemed to have 
been accepted for filing. 

(S) Cumberland Gas Co. shall comply 
with the refunding and reporting pro¬ 
cedure required by the Natural Gas Act 
and § 154.102 of the regulations there¬ 
under, and the agreement and undertak¬ 
ing filed by Cumberland Gas Co. in 
Docket No. RI61-228 shall remain in full 
force and effect until discharged by the 
Commission. 

(T) George R. Brown is substituted in 
lieu of Herman Brown Estate as re¬ 
spondent in the proceeding pending in 
Docket No. RI62-511 and said proceed¬ 
ing is redesignated accordingly. 3 

(U) Tcnneco Oil Co. (Operator) et al., 
shall be co-respondent in the proceed¬ 
ings pending in Docket Nos. G-19666 and 
RI60-340, said proceedings are redesig¬ 
nated accordingly,* and the agreement 


"George R. Brown. 

1 Continental Oil Co. (Operator) et al., and 
Tenneco Oil Co. (Operator) et al. 


and undertaking submitted by Tenneco 
in said proceedings is accepted for filing. 

(V) Tenneco Oil Co. (Operator) et al., 
shall comply with the refunding and re¬ 
porting procedure required by the Natu¬ 
ral Gas Act and § 154.102 of the regula¬ 
tions thereunder, and the agreement and 
undertaking filed by it in Docket Nos. 
G-19666 and RI60-340 shall remain in 
full force and effect until discharged by 
the Commission. 

(W) The name of the respondent in 
the proceeding pending in Docket No. 
RI61-499 is changed from Marshall R. 
Young Drilling Co. to Marshall R. Young 
Oil Co., and said proceeding is redesig¬ 
nated accordingly.* 

(X) The respective related rate sched¬ 
ules and supplements as indicated in the 
tabulation herein are accepted for filing; 
further, the rate schedules relating to the 
successions herein are accepted and re¬ 
designated. subject to the applicable 
Commission regulations under the Natu¬ 
ral Gas Act to be effective on the dates as 
indicated in the tabulation herein. 

By the Commission. 

I seal! Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary . 


0 Marshall R. Young Oil Co., and J. C. 
Trahan, Drilling Contractor, Inc. 


Docket No. 

Applicant 

Purchaser, Held, ami 

FPC rate schedule to he accepted 

und date (lied 


location 

Description and dutc 
of document 

No. 

Hupp. 

O 324ft _ 

Cumberland Gas Co. 

Pennzoll Co., Carroll Dis¬ 

Cumlwiuml Gas Corp., 

1 


K 8-1 66 

(successor to Cumber¬ 
land Gas Cotp.). 

trict, Lincoln County, 

W. Va. 

FPC GKS No. 1. 
Notice of succession 





7-29-66. 

Agreement 1 -3-04 t. 

Effective date: 1-3 -64 . . 

1 

1 


do... 

United Fuel Gas Co., 
Scott, Carroll. JetTer- 
son, ami Sheridan Dis¬ 
tricts, Boone and Lin¬ 
coln Counties, W. Va. 

United Fuel Gas Co., 

Cumberland Gas Corp., 
FPC GKS No. 3. 

Supplement Nos. 1-3 _ 

Not ice o(succession 
7-29-66. 

Agreement 1-3-64 » _ 

Effective date: 1-3 64.. 
Cumberland Gas Corp., 
FPC O'BS No. 5. 
Supplement Nos. 1-3... 
Notice of succession 
7-29-66. 

Agreement 1-3-64 1 _ 

Effective date: 1-9-64 _ 

2 



.do.. 

2 

2 

...... 

3 

3 

1-3 

4 


. do.. . 

Loudon District, Kana¬ 
wha County, W. Va. 

1-3 

4 


United Fuel Gas Co., 
Carroll District. Lin¬ 
coln County, W. Va. 

Cumberland Gas Corp., 
FPC G RS No. 6. 
Supplement Nos. 1-5... 
Notice of succession 

4 

4 

1-5 

G-3270. 

Marshall It. Young Oil 

United Gas Pipe Line 

7-29-66. 

Agreement I-H4 <. 

Effective date: 1-8-61 . 

4 

6 

Marshall R, Young 

2 


7-29 66 - 

< *o., ct al. (formerly 
Marshall It. Young 
Drilling Co., et al.). 

Co., H micro ft and 

South Bancroft Fields, 
Beauregard Parish, La. 

Drilling Co., al. 

FPC GR8 No. 2. 
Supplement Nos. 1-11... 
Notice of succession 

2 

111 

G-1IH61 ... 

I) 8-1ft00 

G-12245 

Mobil Oil Corp. (Oper¬ 
ator) et al. (partial 
abandonment). 
Marshall R. Young 

Cities Service Gas Co.. 
liurdtner Field, Barber 
County, Kans. 

United Gas Pipe Line 

Co., Ansley Field, 
Hancock County. Miss. 

7-26 66. 

Effective date; 4-25-06 
Notice of part ial cancel¬ 
lation 8-12 66.* ‘ 

Marshall R. Young 
Drilling Co., FPC 

G R6 No. 1. 
Supplement Nos. 1-5- 
Notice of succession 

7 26-66. 

Effective dote: 4 25 66.. 

.. 

1 


7- JO 00 - 

Oil Co. (formerly 
Marshall It. Young 
Drilling Co.). 

1 

1-5 


Filing code: A—Initial service. 

B—Abandonment. 

C—Amendment to add acreage. 
I>—Amendment to delete acreage. 
F—Succession. 

F— Partial succession. 

See footnotes at end of table. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 31, NO. 208—WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 26, 1966 






































13770 


NOTICES 



FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 31, NO. 208-WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 26, 1966 










































































































NOTICES 


13771 


d o 

5 *§ 

»s-, 


IH Cl CO «3 


•c »o 
88 



' <1, qj d © d i 5 
GtjjtftScgp-tSrjd 

Ohl j <^C0 


§§•38 

Om o 


2 

s 

t_ 

1 

0 


S 'f 

|?s I 
2 S| l 

ci G'd cL 

8 |& £ 

g$g § 
0 CW 0 


ob 

1 

t-4 

a 


SS 

i| 

si 

*-i V 

Is 

0 


& 

CS 

eb 

I 

1 

o 


*2 C3 

£.2 


3^3 
S Q .2 2 

Sd*^ 

ss^t.; 

WO£S 

Sgog 

giwo 


-.2 

5*1 5 

S$ 2 a 

^.22fe 

3 P% 




© 
2 S 

C3 m 


*0 g 

n d os 
a <a Ss. 


Ah 9 

ifll 

•~J2 °0h 

d«0_ 

P W 


|5 

15 

Ah & 

4->*C 

w_r 

„T3 . 

d 3 S 

OPhEh 


o^r.0%2 

.*g“a .- 3 ^ 3 «o 
3^ § <u23§ 2<§35o. a£3 * 2 

ta ► o © .Si o3 •*- ©Oca ^ G a c s 

zS°E £ ^II -z|2gz|3 
"O^mS&Sz -“•25 Q ^£§ - 

S .-a” 2 §S -2 § a? r&s! - 2 “ 

co«sao«o5oGo5-2 o'S- 

SOO-ilO oOAhO £00 So *0^3 
0 0 Z O «» 


0.2 . o r -g 8,g 

^ .2 0 3 2 S.'d *»„♦■> '-'.ss o> 

i^o |2 .§ 5 | j** 


Spile 


s^SSpSos 
?Bi 


s? 


W 


>» 

4> 

0> 

£ 


d 


2 

£ 

s 

«-! 

12 

d 

c 


g d 

^5 

t>.-H 
G 55 
S a. 

II 

C 


0 « 
§S 
0 


g 

*d 

Jo 

^0 

C*”cs 

£* 

MkS 


gj’g 


do 


« 

Q 

Q 


eJ 2 °s 

gJj«l2 

gj ° ©;§0 
O «- 

53 11^2 

.O o /V* • © 

O S« !-»£ 

rO CZ> 


.3 

9 

◄ 


O © 

£S 


©TJ 

Q g 


8 a 
gob 
sc 
q 


£« 

sc sc 


SP sc sc 

0 0 0 


rl 00 

SC 

0 


II 

obS 


fe°° 

SC 

0 




£$ SSS^Toi, 

sc SbbSsc 

0 C 0 


L°b 

5C 




ciw-^»o X> C- oo 0»0 iM CO 

>0 '£> 

t>- 

QOCft O 

f 

• H 

Cl 


1 





• 




OQ 










No. 

24 

24 

wf Tf< »t< wf* wf. f *t< Tf< 

Cl Cl Cl Cl Cl Cl Cl Cl Cl Cl Cl Cl 

■tr^r^r 
Cl Cl Cl 

Cl 

rK 

Cl Cl Cl 

co 





2 » 
.2 o 
w'O 

a+* 
*1 ° 


?! 

?s 

gi 

SI 

-4-J b£l „ 

| 2 S 



Otfap S ^3--g® J t? ‘"S «(OT> M« £ «3® S-a^eo 

2-2 .« t.2^537 «7®T^s2^?gs c /^ <u ? c 

O QjV) ^ O >ai0 c j04/rt^d^i_gi0004»^’i , GrtTf0 

0 ^ o h & e wo w to o 



» T 

88 ja 


m i 


5 5bo^ 
C'R^Xl 
O «5T3 3 
0<1WM 


® d 

ta.2 


O it 


fo 

°1 


o b -a 
§13 
1 8,0 


C3 'O fr 

S O Si 
C3X3 


S'* 

H i,§ 2* 

3 d^§ 

^ 0 cB 


>‘± £ 

S|I 

3 O 2 

eoHg 

3 ©2 

°s« 

* 2 |S 

S r0 


•2* S a> ^ 

^ 2 « 2 S 

d.© 

®t3 
sG3 d.2*© 

fcl^ 

i-g-Sl^dS 

, G0Ph 

Ah p 


o 'S . 

3 G *• 

pZ\: >. 

^ >i-3 

d £ d 

odd 

^dS 

p 


2cq o 

I® g 

2 §a 

«;^o 

Aw 4> ' 

o a, 

mom • 
a 3 0" - ? 

c" 0 « 

C 



G bO 

£S ° 2 
2 ^ 82|1 
2 S«§ 1 ® 
soSeMA 
^ 0 


®7 Y 
^ 3! 5* 

5 SS 

•H 



FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 31, NO. 208—WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 26, 1966 
























































































13772 


NOTICES 


» Agreement whereby Cumberland On* Corp. was merged into Iluntlngton Properties, Inc., with the continuing 
corporation being called Cumberland Gas Co. 

3 Application to amend the certificate to reflect the change in corporate name only* 

*Source of gas depleted. 

4 Effective date: bate of this order. _ _ _ 

4 Transfers properties from Herman Brown Estate to George R. Brown. ... T . 

• Conveys acreage from R. D. Rebcr, Trustee in Bankruptcy of the Estate of Henry S. Inger to Wichita Iron A 

Metals Corp., Inc. , ^ 

3 Instrument conveying property placed in Docket No. 0-2947. 

• Haynes A V. T. Drilling Co. assigns all its interest to V* illiam C. Bussell. 

• White Sands Oil A Gob Corp. assigns all its interest to William C. Russell. 

*• William C. Russell assigns all his interest to William G. Rabe. 

n Deletes acreage assigned to Socony Mobil Oil Co., Inc. (now Mobil Oil Corp.). 
u Qas we n reclassified as oil well and the oil well gas is used for lease operations, 
u From Ralph C. Halbert to Falling Rock Co. 

W Ampdiwtiionto^mMnd the&rtl fleate to add 'in terest of a nonslgnatory coowncr (Mobil OU Corp.). 

v NoreVat 2drat e fl l fng!^MoirfDiiletter of au tl>ori7 at ion dated May U.1M6, has been const nied as an Interest state¬ 
ment pursuant to section 154.91 ami attached to Standard’s FPC ORB No. 41 as an exhibit. 

11 m Jan. 1.1968, moratorium date pursuant to the Commission s statement of general policy No. 61-1, as amended. 

2 * EfTectUe C date: Date of Initial delivery (Applicant should advise the Commission as to such dote), 
si Ratifies and amends gas purchase contract between Continental Oil Co. and Tennessee dated Nov. 3, 1953, 
designated Continental Oil Co. (Operator) et al., FPC GRS No. 4. 

22 Contract date<l Nov. 3,1953. Ivctween Continental Oil Co. and Tenuwsce 
» Letter requesting withdrawal of Supplement No. 5 to Tcimeco s I* 1 C GRS No. 197. 

2* Assignment of Continental’s interest to a depth of 7,905 feet. „ M t . 

» Julv 1 1907 moratorium dute pursuant to the Commission 1 statement of general policy No. 61-1, as amended. 
h Adopts terms of contract dated Dec. 11,1964, between Harper Oil Co. and C. A. bmlth, Jr., and buyer. 

37 Service being rendered without prior Commission authorization. VT 

• Adopts terms of contract dated Jan. 11, 1960 betw*ecn Phillips Petroleum Co. andtSV^^FPC ORS 
a* Contract between Steve Gose (Operator), et al., and buyer; on file os Steve Gose (Operator), et al., FPC GRS 

No. 1. 

w Assignments are listed by assignors, 
ii Northern and Southern Districts, respectively. 

»J McKinnon “1-C" Unit. 

« White "C” Unit. . ^ , 

»« Kane No. 1 and White No. 1 t T nits, respectively. 

« BMmnb? C.tmtthmai and buyer; on flic as Smltherman’s FPC O RS No. 3 (Inner acquired subject acreage 
from L. C. Smitherman and was issued a certificate in Docket No. C164-15, but never completed rate schedule 

®» $he application for a certificate filed in Pocket No. CM7-U6 will be treated 

heretofore issued in Pocket No. CI64-S7*. to include tlie side of natural gas acquired from Union Producing Co. In 
Docket No. G-13633, and Docket No. CI67-150 will be canceled. . 

44 Conveys acreage from Union Producing Co. to Applicant; on file as Union s FPC GRS No. 4. ...j.n-i,. 

at Amends pricing provisions to provide for periodic increases of 0.6 cent every 6 years and eliminates Indefinite 

^« C pn>vWw forMle of additional gas pursuant to contract dated June 20,1953 which is on file as Texaco Inc., FPC 
G RS No. 97. One lease Is subject to a depth limitation of 5.600 feet. 

41 Applicant never filed for or received authorization to render sale. 

« No°rate l schedule*!on^Uecovertng this safe (copy of contract dated Nov. 5, 1963 submitted with abandonment 
lp « pl S o"f Co. is filing to cover its own interest which service Is currently being rendered under Maytex Oas Co.’s 
**“ Contract brtwwnliM«UH ("‘..'as reflc t Id 8wth«niitayer. (Pan American, as assignee lias Med to 

MtoMfOkaa. Corp. andSun Oil Co 

47 Applicant’s filing covers its own dedication of acreage in addition to acreage acquired from Atlantic Richfield 
c n market No CWl-762) and J. M. Huber Corp. (Docket No. CI61-1146). . _ 

41 Julv 1 1967 moratorium provided by Order No. 296 for sales from Applicant s own dedication of acreage. Auft. 
1 1967 moratorium on rate increase filings for sales from acreage acquired from Atlaiitlc consistent with Atlantic s 
settlement r authoriz.cd 1 by Commission order issued Oct. 8, 1904. There Is no moratorium for sales from acreage 

*^2 The*contract^pemdes and the letter agreement cancels the contracts on file as Atlantic Richfield Co. FPC 
O RS No?225and j?M. Hnl>cr Corp. (Operator), et al., FPC G RS No. 44 insofar as such contracts pertain to acreage 
assigned to Mobil Oil Corp. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-11576; Filed. Oct. 25, 1966; 8:45 ajn.J 


[Docket No. RI67-97J 

BACHUS OIL CO. 

Order Accepting Contract Amend¬ 
ment, Providing for Hearing on and 
Suspension of Proposed Change in 
Rate 

October 19,1966. 

On September 26, 1966, Bachus Oil Co. 
(Bachus)' tendered for filing a proposed 
change in its presently effective rate 
schedule for sales of natural gas subject 
to the jurisdiction of the Commission. 
The proposed change, which constitutes 
an increased rate and charge, is con¬ 
tained in the following designated filing: 

Description: (1) Contract amendment, 
dated August 16. 1966. * 3 (2) Notice of 

change, dated September 16, 1966. 


7 Address is: 721 East Central, Wichita, 
Kans. 

= Provides that contractual price will be 
Increased 1.0 cent per Mcf every 5 years after 
Dec. 22. 1964, and deletes favored nation 
provision from contract. 


Purchaser and producing area: Cities Serv¬ 
ice Gas Co. (Hardtner Field. Barber County, 
Kans.)* 

Effective date: (1) October 27, 1966* (2) 

October 27. 1966. 3 

Rate schedule designation: (1) Supple¬ 
ment No. 3 to Bachus’ FPC Gas Rate Sched¬ 
ule No. 7. (2) Supplement No. 4 to Bachus* 

FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 7. 

Amount of annual increase: (2) $1,200. 

Effective rate: 12.0 cents per Mcf. 4 5 

Proposed rate: 14.0 cents per Mcf. 4 * 

Pressure base: 14.65 p.s.i.a. 

Bachus requests that its proposed rate 
increase be permitted to become effective 
as of September 16, 1966. Good cause 
has not been shown for waiving the 30- 
day notice requirement provided in sec¬ 


*The stated effective date is the first day 

after expiration of the statutory notice. 

4 Subject to a downward B.t.u. adjustment. 
t Previously filed periodic rate increase 
from 12.0 cents to 13.0 cents per Mcf is cur¬ 
rently suspended in Docket No. RI64-723 and 
not yet made effective. 

•Renegotiated rate increase. 


tion 4(d) of the Natural Gas Act to per¬ 
mit an earlier effective date for Bachus' 
rate filing and such request is denied. 

Bachus’ proposed increased rate and 
charge exceeds the applicable area price 
level for increased rates for Kansas as 
announced in the Commission s state¬ 
ment of general policy No. 61-1, as 
amended (18CFR2.56). 

The proposed changed rate and charge 
may be unjust, unreasonable, unduly dis¬ 
criminatory. or preferential, or otherwise 
unlawful. 

Concurrently with the filing of its 
notice of change in rate, Bachus sub¬ 
mitted a related contract amendment 
dated August 16, 1966, providing for the 
14.0 cents per Mcf increased rate as of 
December 22, 1964, and periodic 1.0 cents 
price escalations every 5 years thereafter. 
The amendment also deletes the favored 
nation provision from the contract. The 
contract amendment has been desig¬ 
nated as Supplement No. 3 to Bachus' 
FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 7. We be¬ 
lieve that it would be in the public in¬ 
terest to accept for filing Bachus’ afore¬ 
mentioned contract amendment to be¬ 
come effective on October 27, 1966, the 
date of expiration of the statutory notice, 
but not the proposed rate contained 
therein which will be suspended as in¬ 
dicated below. 

The Commission finds: 

(X) Good cause has been shown for 
accepting for filing Bachus’ proposed 
contract amendment dated August 16, 
1966, designated as Supplement No. 3 to 
Bachus’ FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 7, 
and for permitting such supplement to 
become effective on October 27, 1966, the 
date of expiration of the statutory notice. 

(2) It is necessary and proper in the 
public interest and to aid in the enforce¬ 
ment of the provisions of the Natural Gas 
Act that the Commission enter upon a 
hearing concerning the lawfulness of the 
proposed change, and that Supplement 
No. 4 to Bachus’ FPC Gas Rate Schedule 
No. 7 be suspended and the use thereof 
deferred as hereinafter ordered. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Bachus’ contract amendment 
dated August 16,1966, designated as Sup¬ 
plement No. 3 to Bachus’ FPC Gas Rate 
Schedule No. 7, is accepted for filing and 
permitted to become effective on October 
27, 1966. 

(B) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 4 
and 15 thereof, the Commission’s rules ol 
practice and procedure, and the re s^* 
tions under the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR. 
Ch. I), a public hearing shall be heia 
upon a date to be fixed by notice from 
the Secretary concerning the lawfulness 
of the proposed increased rate ana 
charge contained in Supplement No. 4 i 
Bachus’ FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. '• 

(C) Pending a hearing and decision 

thereon, the above-designated ra ~ 
piement is hereby suspended and 
thereof deferred until March 27, » 

and thereafter until such further time 
it is made effective in the manner P 
scribed by the Natural Gas Act. 
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<D> Neither the supplement hereby 
suspended, nor the rate schedule sought 
to be altered thereby, shall be changed 
until this proceeding has been disposed 
of or until the period of suspension has 
expired, unless otherwise ordered by the 
Commission. 

tE> Notices of Intervention or peti¬ 
tions to intervene may be filed with the 
Federal Power Commission, Washington, 
DC. 20426, in accordance with the rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 
and 1.37(f)) on or before December 5, 
1967. 

By the Commission. 

(seal] Joseph H. Gutride. 

Secretary. 

[?R. Doc. 66-11615; Filed. Oct. 25. 1966; 

8:45 a.m.j 


(Docket No. CP67-95] 

SOUTH GEORGIA NATURAL GAS CO. 
Notice of Application 

October 19,1966.^ 
Take notice that on October 13, 1966, 
South Georgia Natural Gas Co. (Appli¬ 
cant), Post Office Box 1279, Thomasvllle, 
Ga. 31792, filed an application pursuant 
to section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for 
a certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing the construction 
and operation of certain natural gas 
transmission facilities, all as more fully 
set forth in the application which Is on 
file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

Specifically, Applicant seeks authori¬ 
zation to construct and operate a 2,400 
horse-power reciprocating compressor 
station on its 12-inch main transmission 
pipeline at Holy Trinity, Ala., and to 
move the present 1,100 horse-power gas 
turbine driven centrifugal type com¬ 
pressor to a site at or near Albany, Ga. 

Applicant also proposes to constnict 
and operate approximately 2.6 miles of 
3-5-lnch OJD, pipeline from Its existing 
1074 -inch main transmission pipeline in 
Mitchell County, Ga., for the purpose of 
selling and delivering natural gas on an 
interruptible basis to Bridgeboro Lime 
fc Stone Co. 

Applicant further seeks authorization 
io construct and operate approximately 
o < mile of 3.5-inch OD. pipeline from 
recently constructed 6-inch main 
ransmission pipeline In Early County, 
for the purpose of selling and de- 
^ natural sas on an interruptible 
oasis to Jackson Tubing & Conduit Corp. 

wmff also re( l uests authority to 

mnfo* « an<i °P ei *ate approximately 4.9 
6 ' inch line which will be con- 
canv!** parallel to a Portion of Appli- 

Gart!* ex ^ ting 4 ~ lnch lino number 19 in 
Gadsden County, Fla. 

Metering, regulating, and related fa- 
D i les are a ' s0 to be installed at the 
l ot *nterconncctlon with each pro¬ 
posed new customer. 

, total estimated cost of the pro- 
facilities Is $1,035,425 which cost 
“ ** danced from cash on hand. 


Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20426, in accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the reg¬ 
ulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(§ 157.10) on or before November 17, 
1966. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure, 
a hearing will be held without further no¬ 
tice before the Commission on this appli¬ 
cation if no protest or petition to inter¬ 
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own re¬ 
view of the matter finds that a grant of 
the certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a protest 
or petition for leave to intervene is 
timely filed, or if the Commission on its 
own motion believes that a formal hear¬ 
ing is required, further notice of such 
hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised. It will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Joseph H. Gutride. 

Secretary. 

(FJR. Doc. 66-11617; Filed, Oct. 25, 1966; 

8:45 a.m ] 


[Docket No. CP67-96] 

SOUTHERN NATURAL GAS CO. 

Notice of Application 

October 19. 1966. 

Take notice that on October 14, 1966, 
Southern Natural Gas Co. (Applicant), 
Post Office Box 2563, Birmingham, Ala. 
35202, filed in Docket No. CP67-96 a 
“budget-type” application pursuant to 
section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act and 
§ 157.7(c) of the regulations under the 
Act for a certificate of public convenience 
and necessity authorizing the construc¬ 
tion during the 12-month period from 
December 30,1966, through December 29, 
1967, and operation of certain natural 
gas facilities used in the transportation 
and sale of natural gas in interstate com¬ 
merce. all as more fully set forth in the 
application w'hich is on file with the 
Commission and open to public inspec¬ 
tion. 

Specifically, Applicant seeks authori¬ 
zation to construct and operate (1) fa¬ 
cilities to make sales of gas to existing 
distributors in existing market areas, (2> 
facilities to make direct sales of natural 
gas to consumers located in areas out¬ 
side the franchise area of any local nat¬ 
ural gas distributor, and (3) facilities 
which represent miscellaneous rear¬ 
rangements of existing facilities and will 
not result in any change in service. 

The proposed construction will con¬ 
sist of line taps, metering and regulating 
stations, and various types of pipelines, 
including lateral and loop lines. 

Applicant states that deliveries to any 
one distributor or consumer through the 


proposed facilities will not exceed 100,000 
Mcf annually and will not be used by the 
distributor or consumer for “boiler fuel 
purposes”, as defined in § 157.7(c) (9) of 
the regulations under the Act. 

The total estimated cost will not ex¬ 
ceed $300,000, with no one project ex¬ 
ceeding $50,000. The construction will 
be financed from funds on hand or from 
funds generated from operations. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington. D.C. 20426, in accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(§ 157.10) on or before November 17, 
1966. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no protest or petition 
to intervene is filed within the time re¬ 
quired herein, if the Commission on its 
own review of the matter finds that a 
grant of the certificate is required by the 
public convenience and necessity. If a 
protest or petition for leave to intervene 
is timely filed, or if the Commission on 
its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such healing w r ill be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-11618: Filed, Oct. 25. 1966; 
8:45 a.m.[ 

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION 

(Federal Property Management Regs.; 

Temporary Reg. G-l J 

MOTOR VEHICLE REPLACEMENT 
STANDARDS 

To heads of Federal agencies: 

1. Purpose. This temporary regula¬ 
tion revises the replacement standards 
for passenger cars, station wagons, and 
trucks, 1 ton and less, as set forth in 
FPMR 101-38.9. 

2. Background. In accordance with 
the President’s memorandum of Septem¬ 
ber 16, 1966, to Heads of Departments 
and Agencies, existing replacement 
standards for motor vehicles have been 
reexamined and revised to provide for 
longer use of the vehicles prior to re¬ 
placement. 

3. Revised replacement standards. 
Replacement standards for passenger 
cars, station wagons, and trucks, 1 ton 
and less, are as follows: 

a. Passenger cars and station wagons 
may be replaced when they have been 
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operated for 7 years or 72,000 miles, 
whichever occurs first. 

b. Trucks, 1 ton and less, may be re¬ 
placed when they have been operated for 
7 years or 60,000 miles, whichever occurs 
first. 

c. Irrespective of these revised replace¬ 
ment standards: 

<1) Agencies shall retain those ve¬ 
hicles which are in usable and workable 
condition for at least 1 additional year. 

(2) Vehicles which have been wrecked 
or damaged beyond economical repair 
may be replaced pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of FPMR 101-38.908. 

4. Effect on other issuances. This 
regulation is in consonance with the pro¬ 
visions of FPMR Temporary Regulation 
No. E-7, as it affects FPMR 101-25.402 
and amends the standards set forth in 
FPMR 101-38.9. 

5. Effective date. This temporary 
regulation is effective October 25, 1966. 

6. Expiration date. This temporary 
regulation expires June 30, 1967, unless 
sooner revised or superseded. 

Dated: October 24,1966. 

Lawson B. Knott, Jr., 
Administrator of General Services. 

IF.R. Doc. 66-11741; Filed. Oct. 25, 1966; 

10:45 a.m.| 


lFederal Property Management Regs.: 

Temporary Reg. E-7J 

MOTOR VEHICLE REPLACEMENT 
STANDARDS 

To heads of Federal agencies: 

1 . Purpose. This temporary regula¬ 
tion revises the replacement standards 
for passenger cars, station wagons, and 
trucks, 1 ton and less, as set forth in 
FPMR 101-25.402. 

2. Background. Revision of the re¬ 
placement standards for passenger cars, 
station wagons, and trucks, 1 ton and 
less, is in accordance with the President's 
desire to curtail expenditures by adjust¬ 
ing replacement standards to require 
longer use of equipment prior to replace¬ 
ment. 

3. Revised replacement standards. 
Replacement standards for passenger 
cars, station wagons, and trucks, 1 ton 
and less, established by this temporary 
regulation, are as follows: 

a. Passenger cars and station wagons 
may be replaced when they have been 
operated for 7 years or 72.000 miles, 
whichever occurs first. 

b. Trucks, 1 ton and less, may be re¬ 
placed when they have been operated for 
7 years or 60,000 miles, whichever occurs 
first. 

c. Irrespective of these revised replace¬ 
ment standards: 

(1) Agencies shall retain those ve¬ 
hicles which are in usable and workable 
condition for at least 1 additional year. 

(2) Vehicles which have been wrecked 
or damaged beyond economical repair 
may be replaced pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of FPMR 101-25.402. 

4. Effect on other issuances. This 
regulation is in consonance with the pro¬ 
visions of FPMR Temporary Regulation 
No. 0-1, as it affects FPMR 101-38.9 and 


amends the standards set forth in FPMR 
101-25.402. 

5. Effective date. This temporary reg¬ 
ulation is effective October 25, 1966. 

6. Expiration date. This temporary 
regulation expires on June 30, 1967, un¬ 
less sooner revised or superseded. 

Dated: October 24.1966. 

Lawson B. Knott, Jr., 
Administrator of General Services. 

|F.R. Doc. 66-11742; Filed, Oct. 25, 1966; 

10:45 ft.m.J 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

l File No. 70-4422| 

GRANITE STATE ELECTRIC CO. AND 

NEW ENGLAND ELECTRIC SYSTEM 

Notice of Proposed Increase in Au¬ 
thorized Shares of Common Stock 

and Issuance and Sale Thereof to 

Holding Company 

October 20,1966. 

Notice is hereby given that New Eng¬ 
land Electric System (“NEES”), a reg¬ 
istered holding company, 441 Stuart 
Street, Boston. Mass. 02116, and its elec¬ 
tric utility subsidiary company. Granite 
State Electric Co. (“Granite”), 65 North 
Park Street, Lebanon, N.H. 03766, have 
filed an application-declaration with 
this Commission pursuant to the Public 
Utility Holding Company Act of 1935 
(“Act”), designating sections 6(a)(2), 
6(b), 7, 9(a), and 10 of the Act and Rules 
42(b)(2) and 50(a) (1) and (3) promul¬ 
gated thereunder as applicable to the 
proposed transactions. All interested 
persons are referred to the application- 
declaration, which is summarized below, 
for a complete statement of the proposed 
transactions. 

Granite proposes to authorize 5,000 
additional shares of its common stock, 
par value $100 per share. It also pro¬ 
poses to issue, and NEES, the holder of 
all of Granite’s outstanding common 
stock, proposes to acquire, the additional 
shares, for cash, at their aggregate par 
value of $500,000. 

Granite has outstanding $3,900,000 of 
short-term notes payable to NEES which 
evidence borrowings made by Granite for 
construction purposes. The proceeds 
from the issue and sale of the additional 
shares will be applied to the payment, 
in part, of such notes. 

The fees and expenses to be paid in 
connection with the proposed transac¬ 
tions are estimated to aggregate $200 for 
NEES and $1,250 for Granite, which lat¬ 
ter amount includes $1,000 for services 
performed at cost by the system service 
company. 

The filing states that the Public Util¬ 
ities Commission of New Hampshire has 
jurisdiction over the issue and sale of the 
additional shares of common stock, and 
no other State commission, and no Fed¬ 
eral commission, other than this Com¬ 
mission, has jurisdiction over the pro¬ 
posed transactions. 


Notice is further given that any inter¬ 
ested person may, not later than Novem¬ 
ber 10, 1966, request in writing that a 
hearing be held on such matter, stating 
the nature of his interest, the reasons 
for such request, and the issues of fact 
or law raised by said application-declar¬ 
ation which he desires to controvert; or 
he may request that he be notified if the 
Commission should order a hearing 
thereon. Any such request should be 
addressed: Secretary, Securities and 
Exchange Commission, Washington, D C. 
20549. A copy of such request should 
be served personally or by mail (air 
mail if the person being served is 
located more than 500 miles from 
the point of mailing) upon applicants- 
declarants at the above-stated addresses, 
and proof of service (by affidavit or, 
in case of an attorney at law, by 
certificate) should be filed contempo¬ 
raneously with the request. At any 
time after said date, the application- 
declaration, as filed or as it may be 
amended, may be granted and permitted 
to become effective as provided in Rule 
23 of the general rules and regulations 
promulgated under the Act, or the Com¬ 
mission may grant exemption from such 
rules as provided in Rules 20(a) and 100 
thereof or take such other action as it 
may deem appropriate. 

For the Commission < pursuant to dele¬ 
gated authority). 

I SEAL 1 ORVAL L. DUBOIS. 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-11653; Filed, Oct. 25. 1966: 

8:48 a.m.| 


TARIFF COMMISSION 

(332-51J 

OLIVES 

Notice of Investigation 

In response to S. Res. 315 of the 89th 
Congress, adopted October 17, 1966, by 
the U.S. Senate, the U.S. Tariff Commis¬ 
sion lias instituted an investigation with 
respect to the importation of olives into 
the United States, including (but not 
limited to) the conditions of competition 
in the United States between olives bot¬ 
tled or canned in the United States 
(whether or not grown in the United 
States) in containers suitable for retail 
sale and olives bottled or canned outside 
the United States and imported into the 
United States in containers suitable for 
retail sale. The full text of the resolu¬ 
tion is as follows: 

s. RES. 315 

In the Senate op the United States 

October 17.1966 

Resolved, that (a) the U.S. Tariff Con ^ lls J 
sion Is directed, pursuant to section 332 <■ 
the Tariff Act of 1930, to make an investiga¬ 
tion with respect to the importation of oiiv ^ 
into the United States, including (but not 
limited to) the conditions of competition 
the United States between olives botUec \?[ 
canned in the United States (whether or n 
grown in the United States) in cont f*v nr 
suitable for retail sale and olives bottiec 
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canned outside the United States and im¬ 
ported into the United States in containers 
suitable for retail sale. 

(b) For purposes of subsection (a), the 
Commission may utilize all information and 
data previously obtained or complied by it in 
carrying out the duties and exercising the 
power conferred on it by section 332 of the 
Tariff Act of 1930. 

(c> The Commission shall report the re¬ 
sults of the investigation made by it pur¬ 
suant to subsection (a) to the Senate on or 
before March 31, 1967. 

Attest: 


Issued October 21,1966. 

By order of the Commission. 

[seal] Donn N. Bent, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-11634: Filed Oct. 25, 1966; 
8:46 am) 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


(Signed) Francis R. Valeo, Secretary. 

The Commission will consider all writ¬ 
ten submissions received from interested 
parties by December 15, 1966. Submis¬ 
sions should be addressed to The Secre¬ 
tary, U.S. Tariff Commission, Eighth and 
E Streets, NW., Washington, D.C. 20436. 

Issued: October 20, 1966. 

By order of the Commission. 

IsealI Donn N. Bent, 

Secretary. 

(F.R Doc 66-11633; Filed. Oct. 25. 1966; 
8:46 a.m.J 


[APTA-W-41 

WORKERS’ PETITION FOR DETERMI¬ 
NATION OF ELIGIBILITY TO APPLY 
FOR ADJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE 


Notice of Investigation and Hearing 


Investigation instituted. Upon receipt 
on October 19, 1966, of a request therefor 
from the Automotive Agreement Adjust¬ 
ment Board, the Tariff Commission in¬ 
stituted an investigation pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 302(e), Automotive Products Trade 
Act of 1965. with respect to a petition 
filed with the Board on behalf of a 
group of workers of the Maremont Corp., 
Gabriel Division, Cleveland, Ohio. The 
petition alleged in effect that by reason 
of the transfer from Cleveland to Canada 
of the production of automotive shock 
absorbers, dislocation of the group of 
workers has occurred, and that the 
operation of the UJS.-Canadian Auto¬ 
motive Agreement has been the primary 
factor in causing such dislocation. The 
Commission is conducting the investiga¬ 
tion to provide a factual record on the 
oasis of which the Board may make the 
aeterminations required by section 302 
of the Act. 


Public hearing ordered. A public 
nearing which has been requested bj 
ne petitioner in connection with this 
investigation, will be held at 10 a.m. 
on November 15, 1966. In the Hearing 
2*?“’ Tariff Commission Building 
«8hth and E Streets NW.. Washington 
u^.Appearanees at the hearing should 
of tv, t t re< ? ln accordance with 5 201.IS 
e Tariff Commission’s rules of prac¬ 
tice and procedure. 

of Petition. The petition 
«on ^ Ik S *** ls available for inspec- 
Tariir r. the office of the Secretary, U.S 
^Commission, Eighth and E Streets 

York ^, ashi ^ton, D.C.. and at the New 
locaiorim S® ce of the Tariff Commission 
11 437 of the Customhouse 


FOURTH SECTION APPLICATION 
FOR RELIEF 

October 21, 1966. 

Protests to the granting of an appli¬ 
cation must be prepared in accordance 
with Rule 1.40 of the general rules of 
practice (49 CPR 1.40) and filed within 
15 days from the date of publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register. 

Lonc-and-Short Haul 

FSA No. 40758 —Lime from Detroit, 
Mich. Filed by Southwestern Freight 
Bureau, agent (No. B-8909), for inter¬ 
ested rail carriers. Rates on common 
lime, including magnesium lime, hy¬ 
drated, quick, or slaked, in carloads, 
from Detroit, Mich., to points in south¬ 
western territory. 

Grounds for relief—Market competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff—Supplement 14 to Southwest¬ 
ern Freight Bureau, agent, tariff ICC 
4640. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] H. Neil Garson. 

Secretary . 

(F.R. Doc. 66-11642; Filed, Oct. 25. 1966; 

8:47 ajn.J 


[Notice 418J 

MOTOR CARRIER ALTERNATE ROUTE 
DEVIATION NOTICES 

October 21, 1966. 

The following letter-notices of pro¬ 
posals to operate over deviation routes 
for operating convenience only have been 
filed with the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, under the Commission’s devia¬ 
tion rules revised. 1957 (49 CFR 211.1 
(c) (8)) and notice thereof to all inter¬ 
ested persons is hereby given as provided 
in such rules (49 CFR 211.1(d)(4)). 

Protests against the use of any pro¬ 
posed deviation route herein described 
may be filed with the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission in the manner and 
form provided in such rules (49 CFR 
211.1(e)) at any time, but will not op¬ 
erate to stay commencement of the pro¬ 
posed operations unless filed within 30 
days from the date of publication. 

Successively filed letter-notices of the 
same carrier under the Commission’s 
deviation rules revised. 1957, will be num¬ 
bered consecutively for convenience in 
identification and protests if any should 
refer to such letter-notices by number. 

Motor Carriers of Property 

No. MC 629 (Deviation No. 31 >, 
HELM’S EXPRESS, INC., 1011 Lincoln 


Highway, West Irwin, Pa., filed October 
17, 1966. Carrier's representative: Rich¬ 
ard J. Smith, 1515 Park Building, Pitts¬ 
burgh, Pa. 15222. Carrier proposes to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, of general commodities , with cer¬ 
tain exceptions, over a deviation route as 
follows: From Dayton, Ohio, over U.S. 
Highway 35 via Xenia. Ohio, to Junction 
Interstate Highway 71, thence over In¬ 
terstate Highway 71 to Columbus, Ohio, 
and return over the same route, for 
operating convenience only. The notice 
indicates that the carrier is presently au¬ 
thorized to transport the same commodi¬ 
ties over a pertinent service route as 
follows: From Dayton, Ohio, over Ohio 
Highway 4 to Springfield, Ohio, thence 
over U.S. Highway 40 via West Jeffer¬ 
son, Ohio, to Columbus, Ohio, and return 
over the same route. 

No. MC 2202 (Deviation No. 90), 
ROADWAY EXPRESS, INC., 1077 Gorge 
Boulevard, Post Office Box 471. Akron, 
Ohio 44309, filed October 11, 1966. Car¬ 
rier proposes to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, of general com¬ 
modities, with certain exceptions, over 
deviation routes as follows: (1) From 
Cincinnati, Ohio, over Interstate High¬ 
way 75 to junction Interstate Highway 
64. thence over Interstate Highway 64 to 
Louisville, Ky., (2) from Cincinnati. 
Ohio, over Interstate Highway 75 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 460, thence over U.S. 
Highway 460 to junction U.S. Highway 
60, thence over U.S. Highway 60 to junc¬ 
tion Interstate Highway 64, thence over 
Interstate Highway 64 to Louisville, Ky., 
and (3) from Cincinnati, Ohio, over In¬ 
terstate Highway 75 to junction U.S. 
Highway 60, thence over UJS. Highway 
60 to junction Interstate Highway 64. 
thence over Interstate Highway 64 to 
Louisville, Ky., and return over the same 
routes, for operating convenience only. 
The notice Indicates that the carrier is 
presently authorized to transport the 
same commodities over a pertinent serv¬ 
ice route as follows: From Cincinnati, 
Ohio, over U.S. Highway 50 to junction 
U.S. Highway 31, thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 31 to Louisville, Ky., and return 
over the same route. 

No. MC 40719 (Deviation No. 1). R. A. 
PAYNE, ROY PAYNE, AND TROY 
PAYNE, doing business as PAYNE 
FREIGHT LINES, 104 ft Adams, Post 
Office Box 562, Mount Ayr. Iowa 50854, 
filed October 17, 1966. Carrier’s repre¬ 
sentative: Stephen Robinson, 412 Equit¬ 
able Building, Des Moines, Iowa 50309. 
Carrier proposes to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, of general com¬ 
modities, with certain exceptions, over a 
deviation route as follows: From junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 34 and Interstate 
Highway 35. near Osceola, Iowa, north 
over Interstate Highway 35 to junction 
Iowa Highway 60. thence east over Iowa 
Highway 60 to Des Moines. Iowa, and 
return over the same route, for operating 
convenience only. The notice indicates 
that the carrier is presently authorized 
to transport the same commodities, over 
a pertinent service route as follows: 
From Mount Ayr, Iowa, over U.S. High¬ 
way 169 to Afton, Iowa, thence over U.S. 
Highway 34 to Osceola, Iowa, thence over 
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U.S. Highway 69 to Des Moines, Iowa, 
and return over the same route. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] H. Neil Garson, 

Secretary . 

|F.R. Doc. 66-11643; Filed, Oct. 25, 1966; 
8:47 am.] 


1 Notice 981] 

MOTOR CARRIER APPLICATIONS AND 
CERTAIN OTHER PROCEEDINGS 

October 21,1966. 

The following publications are gov¬ 
erned by Special Rule 1.247 of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice, published in 
the Federal Register issue of April 20, 
1966, which became effective May 20, 
1966. 

The publications hereinafter set forth 
reflect the scope of the applications as 
filed by applicant, and may include de¬ 
scriptions, restrictions, or limitations 
which are not in a form acceptable to the 
Commission. Authority which ultimate¬ 
ly may be granted as a result of the appli¬ 
cations here noticed will not necessarily 
reflect the phraseology set forth in the 
application as filed, but also will elimi¬ 
nate any restrictions which are not ac¬ 
ceptable to the Commission. 

Applications Assigned for Oral Hearing 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

No. MC 99610 (Sub-No. 6) (republica¬ 
tion), filed May 25, 1966, published Fed¬ 
eral Register issue of June 8, 1966, and 
republished, this issue. Applicant: ROSS 
NEELY EXPRESS, INC., 3601 Fifth Ave¬ 
nue North, Birmingham, Ala. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: John W. Cooper, 
1301 City Federal Building, Birmingham, 
Ala. In the above-entitled proceeding 
applicant, in accordance with the re¬ 
quirements of section 206(a)(6) of the 
Interstate Commerce Act, as amended, 
and the Commission’s rules and regula¬ 
tions promulgated thereunder, made 
timely application for a certificate of reg¬ 
istration as evidence of the right to con¬ 
duct operations, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, within limits which do not ex¬ 
ceed the scope of the intrastate opera¬ 
tions for which applicant holds an order 
dated August 3, 1966, which amends its 
certificate No. 2585 dated June 25, 1958, 
as amended July 17, 1961, issued by the 
Alabama Public Service Commission, so 
as to authorize additional operations, as 
a common carrier by motor vehicle, solely 
within the State of Alabama as set forth 
below. No one opposed the State Com¬ 
mission application proceeding the re¬ 
quest by applicant to conduct operations 
in interstate or foreign commerce cor¬ 
responding in scope to those operations 
for which applicant has been issued an 
amendatory order, that the amendment 
to the certificate issued August 3, 1966, 
by the State Commission satisfies the 
provisions of section 206(a)(6) of the 
act, and that applicant has otherwise met 
the requirements for a certificate of reg¬ 
istration contained in section 206(a)(6) 
of the act. 


An order of the Commission, Operating 
Rights Board No. 2, dated October 13, 
1966, and served October 18, 1966, finds 
that upon withdrawal of the temporary 
authority authorized in No. MC-99610 
(Sub-No. 5TA), and upon full compli¬ 
ance with the requirements of sections 
215, 217, and 221 (c) of the act and the 
rules and regulations of the Commission 
thereunder, governing the filing and ap¬ 
proval of insurance or other security for 
the protection of the public, common 
carrier rate-filing requirements, and des¬ 
ignation of agent for service of process, 
within the time specified, a certificate 
of registration shall concurrently be is¬ 
sued to applicant, unless otherwise 
ordered, as evidence of a right to en¬ 
gage in operations in interstate or for¬ 
eign commerce, as a common carrier by 
motor vehicle, transporting general com¬ 
modities, regular routes: Serving the 
plantsite of MacMillan, Bloedel. Ltd., 
near Pine Hill, Ala., as an off-route point 
to applicant’s Alabama Highway 5 and 
U.S. Highway 43 routes. Because it is 
possible that interested parties, who have 
relied upon the notice of the applica¬ 
tion as published in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter, may have an interest in and would 
be prejudiced by the lack of proper no¬ 
tice of the authority described in this 
order, a notice of the authority granted 
by this order will be published in the 
Federal Register and issuance of a cer¬ 
tificate of registration in this proceeding 
will be withheld for a period of 30 days 
from the date of such publication, dur¬ 
ing which period any proper party in 
interest may file an appropriate pleading. 

No. MC 113678 (Sub-No. 162) (Repub¬ 
lication) , filed August 12, 1965, published 
Federal Register issue of September 1, 
1965, and republished, this issue. Appli¬ 
cant: CURTIS. INC., 770 East 51st Ave¬ 
nue, Denver, Colo. 80216. Applicant’s 
representative: Duane W. Acklie, Post 
Office Box 2028, Lincoln, Nebr. By ap¬ 
plication filed August 12, 1965, as 

amended, applicant seeks a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity au¬ 
thorizing operation, in interstate or for¬ 
eign commerce, as a common carrier by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, of 
frozen foods (1) from points in Adams 
and Hall Counties, Nebr., to points in 
Washington, Oregon, Idaho, and Mon¬ 
tana, (2) from points in Adams and Hall 
Counties, Nebr., to Denver. Colo., for 
storage in transit and subsequent ship¬ 
ment from Denver to points in Washing¬ 
ton, Oregon, Idaho, and Montana, and 
(3) from points in Adams and Hall 
Counties, Nebr., to Denver, Colo., for 
stopping in transit for partial loading or 
unloading of shipments destined to 
points in Washington, Oregon, Idaho, 
and Montana. An order of the Com¬ 
mission, Operating Rights Board No. 1, 
dated September 19, 1966, and served 
October 17, 1966, finds that the present 
and future public convenience and neces¬ 
sity require operation by applicant, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, as a 
common carrier by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, of frozen foods , (1) 
from points in Adams and Hall Counties, 
Nebr., and Denver, Colo., to points in 


Washington, Oregon, Idaho, and Mon¬ 
tana, and (2) from points in Adams and 
Hall Counties, Nebr., to Denver, Colo.; 
that applicant is fit, willing, and able 
properly to perform such service and to 
conform to the requirements of the In¬ 
terstate Commerce Act and the Com¬ 
mission’s rules and regulations thereun¬ 
der. Because it is possible that other 
parties, who have relied upon the notice 
of the application as published, may 
have an interest in and would be prej¬ 
udiced by the lack of proper notice of 
the authority described in the findings 
in this order, a notice of the authority 
actually granted will be published in the 
Federal Register and issuance of a cer¬ 
tificate in this proceeding will be with¬ 
held for a period of 30 days from the date 
of such publication, during which period 
any proper party in interest may file an 
appropriate protest or other pleading. 

No. MC 117496 (Sub-No. 2) (Republi¬ 
cation). filed December 14. 1965, pub¬ 
lished Federal Register issue of Jan¬ 
uary 6, 1966, and republished, this issue. 
Applicant: EASTERN STATES TRANS¬ 
PORTATION, INC., 1060 Lafayette 
Street, Post Office Box 1761, York, Pa. 
Applicant’s representative: S. Harrison 
Kahn, Suite 733, Investment Building. 
Washington, D.C. By application filed 
December 14, 1965, applicant sought a 
permit authorizing operations in inter¬ 
state or foreign commerce, as a contract 
carrier by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, of fiber glass materials and prod¬ 
ucts, including material and supplies 
used in the installation thereof or inci¬ 
dental thereto, from the site and ware¬ 
houses of Certain-Teed Fiber Glass 
Corp., Crestwood Industrial Park, Moun- 
taintop, Wright Township, Luzerne 
County, Pa., to points in Connecticut, 
Rhode Island, Massachusetts, Maine, 
New Hampshire, and Vermont, and pal¬ 
lets, platforms, skids, and refused and 
rejected shipments on return. By pe¬ 
tition filed August 17, 1966. applicant 
seeks to amend its application to ne 
requesting a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity authorizing 
operations in interstate or foreign 
commerce, as a common carrier over 
irregular routes, of fiber glass materials 
and products, including material and 
supplies used in the installation thereof 
or incidental thereto, from the site 
and warehouses of Certain-Teed Fiber 
Glass Corp., Crestwood Industrial Park, 
Mountaintop, Wright Township, Luzerne 
County, Pa., to points in Connecticut, 
Rhode Island, Massachusetts, Maine, 
New Hampshire, and Vermont. 

A supplemental order of the Commis¬ 
sion, Operating Rights Board No. 1, dated 
September 22. 1966, and served October 
14,1966, finds that the present and future 
public convenience and necessity require 
operation by applicant, in interstate or 
foreign commerce, as a common carrier 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
of (1) fiber glass materials and prod¬ 
ucts, and (2) material and supplies used 
in the installation of or incidental to toe 
commodities in (1) above, from me 
plantsite and warehouses of Certain- 
Teed Fiber Glass Corp. in Crestwood 
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Industrial Park. Mountaintop, Wright 
Township, Luzerne County. Pa., to points 
in Connecticut, Rhode Island. Massa¬ 
chusetts. Maine. New Hampshire, and 
Vermont; that applicant is fit. willing, 
and able properly to perform such serv¬ 
ice and to conform to the requirements 
of the Interstate Commerce Act and the 
Commission’s rules and regulations 
thereunder. Because it is possible that 
other parties, who have relied upon the 
notice of the application as published, 
may have an interest in and w'ould be 
prejudiced by the lack of proper notice 
of the authority described in the findings 
in this order, a notice of the authority 
actually granted will be published in the 
Federal Register and issuance of a cer¬ 
tificate in this proceeding will be with¬ 
held for a period of 30 days from the date 
of such publication, during which period 
any proper party in interest may file an 
appropriate protest or other pleading. 

Applications Under Sections 5 and 
210 a(b> 

The following applications are gov¬ 
erned by the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission’s special rules governing notice 
of filing of applications by motor carriers 
of property or passengers under sections 
5(a> and 210a(b> of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act and certain other proceedings 
with respect thereto. (49 CFR 1.240 >. 


MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

No. MC-F-9556. Authority sought for 
purchase by BEAUFORT TRANSFER 
COMPANY. Post Office Box 102, Gerald. 
Mo. 63037. of a portion of the operating 
rights of OSCAR DUNCAN. Rolla, Mo. 
65401, and for acquisition by OLIN R. 
PLOTTMANN. JOHN MEYER. ROY 
PLOTTMANN. and LEO FLOTTMANN. 
all also of Gerald, Mo., of control of such 
rights through the purchase. Appli¬ 
cants’ attorney; Joseph R. Nacy, 117 
West High Street (Post Office Box 352), 
Jefferson City. Mo. 65101. Operating 
rights sought to be transferred: General 
commodities , excepting, among others, 
household goods and commodities in 
bulk, as a common carrier , over regular 
routes, between Vichy, Mo., and Interna¬ 
tional Stockyards, HI.; fertilizer, mill 
Iced, and roofing, from International 
Stockyards. Ill., to Vichy, Mo., serving 
certain intermediate and off-route 
points. Vendee is authorized to operate 
as a common carrier in Missouri, Illinois. 
Kentucky, Tennessee. Alabama, Mis- 
sissippi. Louisiana, Texas. Wisconsin, 
Georgia, Minnesota, Colorado, and Ohio. 
Application has been filed for temporary 
authority under section 210a<b>. 

No. MC-F-9557. Authority sought for 
Purchase by LAKE SHORE MOTOR 
fHANSIT LINES. INC., 230 North State 
street, St. Joseph, Mich., of the operating 
2™ of ILLINOIS BEE-LINE EX- 
^KESS, INC. (NATHAN YORKE. 
ASSIGNEE), 2311 South Ashland Ave- 
pm>£!i ica80 ’ ni * and for acquisition by 

OBERt STAHL, 1722 Forres Avenue. 
?TAm 0Seph ’ Mich., and KENNETH 
vrinkV 05 Central Avenue, St. Joseph, 
tha’ °* contro1 of such rights through 
^Purchase, Applicants’ attorney: 

imam D. Parsley, 117 West Allegan 


Street, Lansing, Mich. 48933. Operating 
rights sought to be transferred: Under 
a certificate of registration, in Docket 
No. MC-98297 Sub 1, covering the trans¬ 
portation of wall paper and general 
freight, as a common carrier, in intra¬ 
state commerce, within the State of 
Illinois. Vendee is authorized to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier in Illinois, Mich¬ 
igan, and Indiana. Application has been 
filed for temporary authority under sec¬ 
tion 210a(b). Note: Docket No. MC- 
1733 Sub 8 is a matter directly related. 

No. MC-F-9558. Authority sought for 
purchase by BEAUFORT TRANSFER 
COMPANY. Post Office Box 102. Gerald, 
Mo. 63037, of the operating rights of 
FISCHER TRUCKING COMPANY. 433 
Elm Street, Washington. Mo. 63090, and 
for acquisition by OLIN R. FLO TTMAN, 
JOHN MEYER, ROY FLOTTMAN, and 
LEO FLOTTMAN, all also of Gerald. Mo., 
of control*of such rights through the 
purchase. Applicants’ attorneys: Jos¬ 
eph R. Nacy, 117 West High Street, Post 
Office Box 352, Jefferson City, Mo. 65101, 
and William J. Tate. 12th Floor. Buder 
Building. 7 North Seventh Street, St. 
Louis. Mo. 63101. Operating rights 
sought to be transferred: General com - 
modities, excepting, among others, 
household goods and commodities in 
bulk, as a common carrier, over regular 
routes, between East St. Louis, Ill., and 
Linn, Mo., serving all intermediate and 
certain off-route points, between junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 50 and Missouri High¬ 
way 100 and junction U.S. Highway 50 
and Missouri Highway 89, between Rose¬ 
bud. Mo., and Belle, Mo., between Wash¬ 
ington, Mo., and Union, Mo., serving all 
intermediate points; one alternate route 
for operating convenience only; and 
livestock, over irregular routes, from cer¬ 
tain specified points in Missouri, to Na¬ 
tional Stock Yards. HI. Vendee is au¬ 
thorized to operate as a common carrier 
in Missouri. Illinois, Kentucky. Tennes¬ 
see. Alabama. Mississippi, Louisiana, 
Texas, Wisconsin. Georgia, Minnesota, 
Colorado, and Ohio. Application has 
been filed for temporary authority under 
section 210a(b). Note: See also MC- 
F-9548 (Philipp Transit Lines, Inc.— 
Purchase—Fischer Trucking Co.), filed 
in the October 12, 1966, issue of the Fed¬ 
eral Register, on page 13187. 

No. MC-F-9559. Authority sought for 
purchase by B AND B LINES, INC., Post 
Office Box 6190. Northside Station, Tulsa, 
Okla. 74106, of a portion of the operating 
rights of LEE WAY MOTOR FREIGHT, 
INC., Post Office Box 82488. Oklahoma 
City, Okla. 73108, and for acquisition by 
J. H. JENKINS, also of Tulsa, Okla., of 
control of such rights through the pur¬ 
chase. Applicants' attorney and repre¬ 
sentatives: Martin E. Wyatt, Parcel Post 
Box 771. Tulsa, Okla. 74101, Richard H. 
Champlin and Sidney P. Upsher, both of 
Post Office Box 82488, Oklahoma City, 
Okla. 73108. Operating rights sought to 
be transferred: Gerieral commodities, ex¬ 
cepting, among others, household goods 
and commodities in bulk, as a common 
carrier, over regular routes, between 
Oklahoma City, Okla., and Stillwater, 
Okla., between junction Oklahoma High¬ 


way 33 and 40 near Perkins, Okla., and 
Drumright, Okla.. serving the intermedi¬ 
ate point of Cushing, Okla., without re¬ 
striction; and the junction of Oklahoma 
Highways 33 and 40 only for the purpose 
of joining this authorized route with oth¬ 
ers of the carrier. Vendee is authorized 
to operate as a common carrier in Okla¬ 
homa and Kansas. Application has not 
been filed for temporary authority under 
section 210a(b). Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary. Applicants request 
that it be held in Oklahoma City or Tulsa, 
Okla. 

No. MC-F-9560. Authority sought for 
purchase by PILOT FREIGHT CAR¬ 
RIERS. INC., Post Office Box 615, Win¬ 
ston-Salem. N.C., of the operating rights 
Of OLD COLONY MOTOR LINES, INC., 
70 Albany Street, Worcester. Mass., and 
for acquisition by R. Y. SHARPE, also of 
Winston-Salem. N.C., of control of such 
rights through the purchase. Appli¬ 
cants’ attorney and representative: 
Jacob P. Billig. 1825 Jefferson Place 
NW.. Washington. D.C. 20036, and 
Arthur A. Wentzell, 539 Hartford Pike. 
Shrewsbury, Mass. Operating rights 
sought to be transferred: Under a certifi¬ 
cate of registration in Docket No. MC- 
121397 Sub 1, covering the transporta¬ 
tion of general commodities, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, as a common carrier, in in¬ 
trastate commerce, within the State of 
Massachusetts. Vendee is authorized to 
operate as a common carrier in North 
Carolina, Maryland, Pennsylvania, New 
Jersey, Virginia. Delaware, New York. 
South Carolina, Massachusetts, Connec¬ 
ticut, Rhode Island. Maine. Tennessee. 
New Hampshire. Vermont, Georgia, West 
Virginia, Ohio, Florida, Alabama, and 
the District of Columbia. Application 
has been filed for temporary authority 
under section 210a(b). Note: No. MC- 
61264 Sub 24, is a matter directly related. 

No. MC-F-9561. Authority sought for 
purchase by SHERWOOD VAN LINES. 
INC., 4322 Milling Road. San Antonio. 
Tex. 78219. of the operating rights of 
SEABOARD VAN LINES. INC., 7605 Liv¬ 
ingston Road SE., Washington, D.C. 
20022, and for acquisition by RANDOLPH 
A. SHERWOOD and JEAN M. SHER¬ 
WOOD. both of 2639 Friar Tuck, San An¬ 
tonio. Tex., of control of such rights 
through the purchase. Applicants’ at¬ 
torney and representative: Robert J. 
Gallagher, 111 State Street, Boston. 
Mass. 02109. and Wilfred Dyer. 3802 Sil¬ 
ver Hill Road. Silver Hill, Md. Operat¬ 
ing rights sought to be transferred: 
Household goods as defined by the Com¬ 
mission, as a common carrier, over ir¬ 
regular routes, between Washington, 
D.C., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Maryland, Delaware. New Jer¬ 
sey, Pennsylvania, West Virginia. Ohio, 
Indiana, Illinois, Wisconsin, Michigan. 
Virginia, Kentucky. North Carolina. 
South Carolina. Georgia. New York. Con¬ 
necticut, Rhode Island, and Massachu¬ 
setts, between Washington, D.C., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Maryland and Virginia within 40 miles 
of Washington, D.C. Vendee is author¬ 
ized to operate as a common carrier in 
all points in the United States (except 
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Alaska and Hawaii). Application has 
been filed for temporary authority under 
section 210a (b). 

MOTOR CARRIER OF PASSENGERS 

No. MC-F-9562. Authority sought for 

(1) purchase by JEFFERSON LINES, 
INC., 1114 Currie Avenue. Minneapolis, 
Minn. 55403, of a portion of the operating 
rights and property of JEFFERSON 
TRANSPORTATION CO.. 1114 Currie 
Avenue. Minneapolis. Minn. 55403, and 
for acquisition by JEFFERSON TRANS¬ 
PORTATION COMPANY, also of Min¬ 
neapolis, Minn., and, In turn by EDGAR 
F. ZELLE, 2270 West Lake of the Isle 
Boulevard, Minneapolis, Minn. 55405, of 
control of such rights and property 
through the purchase; and (2) control 
by JEFFERSON LINES. INC.. 1114 Cur¬ 
rie Avenue. Minneapolis. Minn. 55403, of 
CROWN COACH COMPANY, 219 West 
Second Street, Joplin, Mo., and for ac¬ 
quisition by JEFFERSON TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION COMPANY, also of Minne¬ 
apolis, Minn., and, in turn by EDGAR F. 
ZELLE. 2270 West Lake of the Isle Boule¬ 
vard, Minneapolis. Minn. 55405, of con¬ 
trol of CROWN COACH COMPANY, 
through the acquisition by JEFFERSON 
LINES, INC. Applicants* attorneys and 
representatives: L. M. Crouch, Jr., Pro¬ 
fessional Building, Harrisonville, Mo. 
64701, Robert J. Bernard, 10 South River¬ 
side Plaza, Chicago, HI. 60606, J. G. Dail, 
Jr.. 1815 H Street, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20006, and Elvin Douglas, Jr., Pro¬ 
fessional Building, Harrisonville, Mo. 
64701. Operating rights sought to be 
transferred: (1) Passengers and their 
baggage and express, newspapers and 
mail in the same vehicle with passengers, 
as a common carrier ; over regular routes, 
between Minneapolis, Minn., and Kansas 
City, Mo., between Minneapolis, Minn., 
and Bethany. Mo., between Farmington, 
Minn., and Decorah, Iowa, between 
Rochester, Minn., and Albert Lea, Minn., 
serving all intermediate and certain off- 
route points; between Owatonna, Minn., 
and Waterloo, Iowa, between Decorah, 
Iowa, and Cedar Rapids, Iowa, serving all 
intermediate points, between Spencer, 
Iowa, and Floyd. Iowa, serving all inter¬ 
mediate and certain off-route points, be¬ 
tween Minneapolis, Minn., and Roch¬ 
ester, Minn., serving the intermediate 
point of Fort Snelling Reservation, Fort 
Snelling, Minn., between St. Paul. Minn., 
and Rochester, Minn., between St. Paul, 
Minn., and Fort Snelling Reservation, 
Fort Snelling. Minn., serving no inter¬ 
mediate points, between Waterloo. Iowa, 
and Cedar Rapids, Iowa, serving all in¬ 
termediate points, between Minneapolis, 
Minn., and Faribault, Minn., for oper¬ 
ating convenience only, serving no inter¬ 
mediate points; passengers and their 
baggage, between Rochester, Minn., and 
Winona Junction (East Winona), Wis., 
serving the intermediate point of Wi¬ 
nona, Minn., with restriction; and 

(2) for control only: Passengers and 
their baggage, and express, mail, and 
newspapers in the same vehicle with pas¬ 
sengers, as a common carrier , over regu¬ 
lar routes, between Kansas City, Mo., and 


Little Rock, Ark., serving all intermediate 
and certain off-route points, between 
junction U.S. Highway 71 and UJS. High¬ 
way 71 Bypass and junction Missouri 
Highway 58 and U.S. Highway 71. serv¬ 
ing all intermediate points, between 
Holmes Park, Mo., and Kansas City, Mo., 
serving the site of the Pratt-Whitney 
Plant as an intermediate point, between 
Harrisonville, Mo., and Clinton, Mo., 
serving all intermediate and the off-route 
point of Urich, Mo., between Clinton. Mo., 
and Fort Leonard Wood. Mo., serving all 
intermediate points, between Lamar, Mo., 
and Springfield, Mo., serving all inter¬ 
mediate and the off-route point of Ever- 
ton, Mo., between Lanagan, Mo., and 
Siloam Springs, Ark., between Gravette, 
Ark., and Bentonville, Ark., between 
Fayetteville, Ark., and Ozark. Ark., be¬ 
tween junction U.S. Highway 65 and Mis¬ 
souri Highway 52, and Clinton, Mo., serv¬ 
ing all intermediate points, between 
junction VJS. Highway 65 and Missouri 
Highway 52, and Warsaw, Mo., serving 
no intermediate points; passengers and 
their baggage, and light express, mail, 
and newspapers, in the same vehicle with 
passengers, between Texarkana. Tex., 
and Fort Smith, Ark., serving all inter¬ 
mediate points; passengers and their 
baggage, and newspapers and express in 
the same vehicle with passengers, be¬ 
tween Fort Smith, Ark., and Siloam 
Springs, Ark., serving all intermediate 
points, between Greenfield, Mo., and 
Nevado, Mo., serving certain intermedi¬ 
ate points; and passengers and their bag¬ 
gage, between Little Rock, Ark., and 
Camp Joseph T. Robinson, Ark., serving 
no intermediate points. JEFFERSON 
LINES. INC., holds no authority from 
this Commission. However, it is affili¬ 
ated with GREYHOUND LINES, INC.. 
10 South Riverside Plaza, Chicago, HI. 
60606, which is authorized to operate as 
a common carrier in all points in the 
United States (except Alaska and Ha¬ 
waii). Application has been filed for 
temporary authority under section 210a 
< b) . Note : For the portion of the oper¬ 
ating rights not being transferred herein, 
see MC-F-9475 (Scenic Hawkeye Stages, 
Hie.—P u r c h a s e (Portion) —Jefferson 
Transportation Co.), published in the 
July 27. 1966, issue of the Federal Regis¬ 
ter on page 10167. 

By the Commission. 

[sealI H. Neil Garson, 

Secretary. 

|F.R. Doc. 66-11644; Piled. Oct. 25, 1966; 

8:47 a.m.J 


I Notice 9831 

MOTOR CARRIER APPLICATIONS AND 
CERTAIN OTHER PROCEEDINGS 

October 21, 1966. 

The following publications are gov¬ 
erned by Special Rule 1.247 of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice, published in 
the Federal Register issue of April 20, 
1966, which became effective May 20, 
1966. 

The publications hereinafter set forth 
reflect the scope of the applications as 


filed by applicant, and may include de¬ 
scriptions, restrictions, or limitations 
which are not in a form acceptable to 
the Commission. Authority which ulti¬ 
mately may be granted as a result of the 
applications here noticed will not neces¬ 
sarily reflect the phraseology set forth 
in the application as filed, but also will 
eliminate any restrictions which are not 
acceptable to the Commission. 

Applications for Assigned Oral Hearing 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

The applications immediately follow¬ 
ing are assigned for hearing at the time 
and place designated in the notice of 
filing as here published in each proceed¬ 
ing. All of the proceedings are subject 
to the Special rules of procedure for 
hearing outlined below: 

Special rules of procedure for hearing. 
(1) All of the testimony to be adduced 
by applicant’s company witnesses shall 
be in the form of written statements 
which shall be submitted at the hearing 
at the time and place indicated. 

(2) All of the written statements by 
applicant’s company witnesses shall be 
offered in evidence at the hearing in the 
same manner as any other type of evi¬ 
dence. The witnesses submitting the 
written statements shall be made avail¬ 
able at the hearing for cross-examina¬ 
tion, if such becomes necessary. 

(3) The written statements by appli¬ 
cant’s company witnesses, if received in 
evidence, will be accepted as exhibits. 
To the extent the written statements 
refer to attached documents such as 
copies of operating authority, etc., they 
should be referred to in written state¬ 
ment as numbered appendices thereto. 

(4) The admissibility of the evidence 
contained in the written statements and 
the appendices thereto, will be at the 
time of offer, subject to the same niles as 
if the evidence were produced in the 
usual manner. 

(5) Supplemental testimony by a wit¬ 
ness to correct errors or to supply in¬ 
advertent omissions in his written state¬ 
ment is permissible. 

No. MC 107496 (Sub-No. 502 >. filed 
October 3, 1966. Applicant: RUAN 

TRANSPORT CORPORATION. Keo- 
sauqua Way at Third, Post Office Box 
855, Des Moines, Iowa 50301 Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: H. L. Fabritz 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Cement kiln dust, in bulk, 
from Selma, Mo., to points in Illinois. 
Note : Common control may be involved. 

HEARING: December 8, 1966. at the 
U.S. Court and Customhouse, 1114 Mar¬ 
ket Street, St. Louis, Mo., before Joint 
Board No. 135, or if the Joint Board 
waives its right to participate before 
Examiner Alton R. Smith. 

By the Commission. 

[seal! H. Neil Garson, 

Secretary> 

IP R. Doc. 66-11645: Piled, Oct. 25, 

8 :47 ajn.J 
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NOTICE OF FILING OF MOTOR CAR¬ 
RIER INTRASTATE APPLICATIONS 


October 21, 1966. 


The following applications for motor 
common carrier authority to operate in 
Intrastate commerce seek concurrent 
motor carrier authorization in inter¬ 
state or foreign commerce within the 
limits of the intrastate authority sought, 
pursuant to section 206(a) (6) of the In¬ 
terstate Commerce Act, as amended Oc¬ 
tober 15, 1962. These applications are 
governed by Special Rule 1.245 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice, published 
in the Federal Register, issue of April 
11. 1963, page 3533, which provides, 
among other things, that protests and 
requests for information concerning the 
time and place of State Commission 
hearings or other proceedings, any sub¬ 
sequent changes therein, and any other 
related matters shall be directed to the 
State Commission with which the appli¬ 
cation is filed and shall not be addressed 
to or filed with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

State Docket No. MC-321 Sub 2 
(Amendment), filed September 19, 1966, 
published ir. the Federal Register Lssue 
of September 28, 1966, amended October 
13, 1966, and republished as amended, 
this issue. Applicant: PARKER MO¬ 
TOR FREIGHT, INC.. 1505 Steele Ave¬ 
nue $W„ Grand Rapids 2. Mich. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Walter N. Biene- 
man, Suite 1700. 1 Woodw r ard Avenue, 
Detroit. Mich. 48226. Certificate of pub¬ 
lic convenience and necessity sought to 
operate a freight service as follows: 
Transporting general commodities, (A) 
<1> between Grand Rapids and Detroit. 
Mich., over Interstate Highway 96; (2) 
between Cadillac and Detroit, Mich., over 
U.S. Highway 131 to junction Michigan 
Highway 115, thence over Michigan 
Highway 115 to junction U.S. Highway 
10. thence over U.S. Highway 10 to De¬ 
troit. Also, from junction U.S. High¬ 
ways 10 and 23, over U.S. Highway 23 to 
junction Interstate Highway 96, thence 
over Interstate Highway 96 to Detroit. 
Also, from junction Interstate Highway 
75 and U.S. Highway 10, over Interstate 
Highway 75 to Detroit; and <3) serving 
a tt Lr termedlate and off-route points 
In m 3 niiles of routes described 
J? rv } ) ancl (2) above and including the 
Zones °* points therein 


B» For operating convenience only: 

Between Detroit and Traverse City, 
Mich., over Interstate Highway 75 to 
^ ^.¥ ichl ^ an Hi ehway 72, thence 
r <5 .™higan Highway 72 to junction 
wf v ?, lgh * way 31 > thence over U.S. High- 
n5 JJ* to Traverse City; (2) between 
statp Pet °skey, Mich., over Inter- 
Hi«hJ! lg o^ ay 75 10 3 un ction Michigan 
wav h ^ y f 32, thence over Michigan High- 
thIJr to junction U.S. Highway 131. 
f J ence over U.S. Highway 131 to Petos- 
tt: . Iso * from Detroit, over Interstate 
wav 75 10 juncti °n Michigan High- 
• . thence over Michigan Highway 

over T7 ^ nction TJ.S. Highway 31, thence 
betw#J Hi "hway 31 to Petoskey; <3> 
n fusing and Traverse City, 


Mich., over U.S. Highway 27 to junction 
Michigan Highway 115, thence over 
Michigan Highway 115 to junction Mich¬ 
igan Highway 37, thence over Michigan 
Highway 37 to Traverse City. Also, from 
Lansing over U.S. Highway 27 to junc¬ 
tion Interstate Highway 75, thence over 
Interstate Highway 75 to junction Michi¬ 
gan Highway 72, thence over Michigan 
Highway 72 to junction U.S. Highway 31, 
thence over U.S. Highway 31 to Traverse 
City; (4) between Lansing and Petoskey, 
Mich., over U.S. Highway 27 to junction 
Interstate Highway 75. thence over Inter¬ 
state Highway 75 to junction Michigan 
Highway 32, thence over Michigan High¬ 
way 32 to junction U.S. Highway 131, 
thence over U.S. Highway 131, to Pe¬ 
toskey: and, (5> between Petoskey and 
Mackinaw City. Mich., over U.S. High¬ 
way 31 to junction Michigan Highway 
68 , thence over Michigan Highway 68 to 
junction Interstate Highway 75, thence 
over Interstate Highway 75 to Mackinaw 
City. 

(6) Applicant proposes to serve all in¬ 
termediate points otherwise authorized to 
be served together with all intermediate 
points and off-route points within 3 miles 
of the routes described on and south of 
Clare, Mich, (excluding intermediate 
points on U.S. Highway 27). Applicant 
also proposes to serve the commercial 
zones of all points herein described. 
Note: Applicant states that the service 
over the routes described in (A) and (B) 
above shall be restricted to the transpor¬ 
tation of traffic which it either originates 
at or delivers to its authorized point of 
Cadillac, Mich., or points north of 
Cadillac. 

HEARING: October 25, 26. 27, 1966, 
9:30 a.m.. Michigan Public Service Com¬ 
mission. Lewis Cass Building. South Wal¬ 
nut Street, Lansing, Mich. Requests for 
procedural information, including the 
time for filing protests concerning this 
amended application should be addressed 
to the Michigan Public Service Commis¬ 
sion, Lewis Cass Building, South Walnut 
Street. Lansing, Mich., and should not be 
addressed to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

State Docket No. M-4112 < Amend¬ 
ment*. filed September 15, 1966, pub¬ 
lished Federal Register issue of Octo¬ 
ber 12. 1966, and republished as amended, 
this issue. Applicant: MIDWAY MO¬ 
TOR FREIGHT LINES, INC., 822 East 
Sixth Street, Little Rock. Ark. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: C. J. Lincoln, 1550 
Tower Building, Little Rock, Ark. Cer¬ 
tificate of public convenience and neces¬ 
sity sought to operate a freight service as 
follows: Transportation of general com - 
? nodities. (1) between Little Rock, Ark., 
and Fulton. Ark., from Little Rock, Ark., 
over U.S. Highway 67 to Fulton and re¬ 
turn over the same route, service author¬ 
ized at Curtis, Ark., and Fulton, Ark., and 
intermediate points between Curtis and 
Fulton. Ark., (2) between Amity, Ark., 
and Arkadelphia. Ark., from Amity, Ark., 
over Arkansas Highway 8 to Arkadelphia, 
Ark., and return over the same route, 
service not authorized at intermediate 
points. Service not authorized at Arka¬ 
delphia except for joinder. Both intra¬ 
state and interstate authority sought. 


HEARING: Wednesday. November 9, 
1966, at the Arkansas Commerce Com¬ 
mission’s Courtroom, Justice Building, 
Little Rock, Ark., at 10 a.m. Requests for 
procedural information, including the 
time for filing protests, concerning this 
application should be addressed to the 
Arkansas Public Service Commission. 
Justice Building. Little Rock, Ark. and 
should not be directed to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. 

State Docket No. M-4128. filed October 
12. 1966. AppUcant: PLANT TRUCK 
LINE. Quitman, Aik. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: C. J. Lincoln. Tower Build¬ 
ing. Little Rock, Ark. Certificate of 
public convenience and necessity sought 
to operate a freight service as follow's: 
Transportation of general commodities. 
(1) between Little Rock and Guy. Ark., 
over Interstate Highway 40. U.S. High¬ 
way 65 and State Highway 25, serving 
only the intermediate points of Green¬ 
brier and Springhill, Ark., (2) between 
Conw’ay, Ark., and Guy, Ark., over U.S. 
Highway 65 and State Highway 25, 
serving only the intermediate points of 
Greenbrier and Springhill. Ark., and (3) 
between Heber Springs and Eden Isle 
approximately 4 miles west of Heber 
Springs, Ark., on Old Highway 110 for 
the purpose of tacking to present 
authority. 

HEARING: Friday, December 9. 1966, 
at 10 a.m., at the Arkansas Commerce 
Commission’s Courtroom, Justice Build¬ 
ing, Little Rock, Ark. Requests for 
procedural information, including the 
time for filing protests, concerning this 
application should be addressed to the 
Arkansas Public Service Commission, 
Justice Building. Little Rock. Ark., and 
should not be directed to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. 

State Docket No. P-43941 (Amend¬ 
ment), filed August 8, 1966, published 
Federal Register issue of August 24, 
1966, amended October 14, 1966, and 
republished, as amended, this issue. Ap¬ 
plicant: ALFRED SCHULTE, doing busi¬ 
ness as REDONDO HEIGHTS TOWING, 
27803 Pacific Highway South, Kent, 
Wash. Applicant’s representative: 
James T. Johnson, 1610 IBM Building. 
Seattle. Wash. 98101. Certificate of pub¬ 
lic convenience and necessity sought to 
operate a freight service as follows: 
Transporting buses. trucks, trailers, and 
other pneumatic tired vehicles or ma¬ 
chinery (excluding mobile homes), in 
wrecker service only, in King, Pierce, and 
Thurston Counties, Wash. 

HEARING: Not known. Requests for 
procedural information, including the 
time for filing protests, concerning this 
application, should be addressed to the 
Washington Utilities and Transportation 
Commission, Insurance Building, Olym¬ 
pia, Wash. 98501, and should not be 
directed to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

By the Commission. 

[seal! H. Neil Garson, 

Secretary. 

(F.R. Doc. 66-11646; Filed. Oct. 25. 1966; 

8:47 ajn.J 
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[Notice 1432] 

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

October 21, 1966. 

Synopses of orders entered pursuant to 
section 212(b) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, and rules and regulations pre¬ 
scribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 179), 
appear below: 

As provided in the Commission’s spe¬ 
cial rules of practice any interested per¬ 
son may file a petition seeking recon¬ 
sideration of the following numbered 
proceedings within 20 days from the date 
of publication of this notice. Pursuant 
to section 17(8) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act. the filing of such a petition 
will postpone the effective date of the 
order in that proceeding pending its dis¬ 
position. The matters relied upon by 
petitioners must be specified in their 
petitions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC-69133. By order of Octo¬ 
ber 20, 1966, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Phil Wagner, 
doing business as Phil Wagner Truck 
Service, Great Bend, Kans., of the oper¬ 
ating rights in certificate No. MC-91568, 
issued January 31, 1958, to W. H. Mc- 
Curry, doing business as Me Curry Truck 
Service, Madison, Kans., authorizing the 
transportation of: Machinery, equip¬ 
ment, materials, and supplies, used in or 
in connection with, the discovery, de¬ 
velopment. production, refining, manu¬ 
facture, processing, storage, transmis¬ 
sion, and distribution of natural gas and 
petroleum and their products and by¬ 
products, and machinery, materials, 
equipment, and supplies used in or in 
connection with, the construction, opera¬ 
tion, repair, servicing, maintenance, and 
dismantling of pipelines. Including the 
stringing and picking up thereof, except 
the stringing and picking up of pipe in 
connection with main or trunk pipelines, 
over irregular routes, between points 
and places in Kansas and Oklahoma. 
Jerry M. Ward, 1501 Kansas Avenue, 
Great Bend, Kans. 67530, attorney for 
applicants. 

Note: The subject application filed 
September 13, 1966, was amended on 
October 7. 1966, to substitute the above- 
named individual as transferee in lieu 
of B & W Trucking, Inc. 

[seal] H. Neil Garson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-11647; Filed, Oct. 25. 1966; 

8:47 am.] 


[S.O. 981, Pfahler's Car Dist. Dir. 17; Amdt. 1] 

CENTRAL RAILROAD CO. OF NEW 
JERSEY AND LEHIGH VALLEY 
RAILROAD CO. 

Boxcar Distribution 

Upon further consideration of Pfahl- 
er’s Car Distribution Direction No. 17 


(The Central Railroad Co. of New Jer¬ 
sey—Lehigh Valley Railroad Co.) and 
good cause appearing therefor: 

It is ordered , That: 

Pfahler’s Car Distribution Direction 
No. 17 be, and is hereby amended by sub¬ 
stituting the following paragraph (4) 
for paragraph (4) thereof: 

(4) Expiration date. This direction 
shall expire at 11:59 p.m., November 13, 
1966, unless otherwise modified, changed, 
or suspended by order of this Commis¬ 
sion. 

It is further ordered. That this direc¬ 
tion shall become effective at 11:59 p.m., 
October 23. 1966, and that this order 
shall be served upon the Association of 
American Railroads, Car Service Divi¬ 
sion, as agent of all railroads subscrib¬ 
ing to the car service and per diem agree¬ 
ment under the terms of that agreement, 
and by filing it with the Director, Office 
of the Federal Register. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., October 
21, 1966. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal] R. D. Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-11648; FUed, Oct. 25, 1966; 

8:47 a.m.] 


[S.O. 981, Pfahler's Car Dist. Dir. 18; Amdt. 1 ] 

LEHIGH VALLEY RAILROAD CO. AND 

NORFOLK AND WESTERN RAIL¬ 
WAY CO. 

Boxcar Distribution 

Upon further consideration of Pfah¬ 
ler's Car Distribution Direction No. 18 
(Lehigh Valley Railroad Co.—Norfolk 
and Western Railway Co.) and good 
cause appearing therefor: 

It is ordered. That: 

Pfahler’s Car Distribution Direction 
No. 18 be, and Is hereby amended by 
substituting the following paragraph (4) 
for paragraph (4) thereof: 

(4) Expiration date. This direction 
shall expire at 11:59 p.m. f November 13, 
1966, unless otherwise modified, changed, 
or suspended by order of this Commis¬ 
sion. 

It is further ordered, That this direc¬ 
tion shall become effective at 11:59 p.m., 
October 23, 1966, and that this order 
shall be served upon the Association of 
American Railroads, Car Service Divi¬ 
sion, as agent of all railroads subscrib¬ 
ing to the car service and per diem 
agreement under the terms of that agree¬ 
ment, and by filing it with the Director, 
Office of the Federal Register. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., October 
21,1966. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

TsealI R. D. Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[FR. Doc. 66-11649; Filed, Oct. 25, 1966; 

8 :47 a.m.] 


IS.O. 981, Pfahler’s Car Dist. Dir. 19; Amdt. 1) 

NORFOLK AND WESTERN RAILWAY 
CO. AND ILLINOIS CENTRAL RAIL¬ 
ROAD CO. 

Boxcar Distribution 

Upon further consideration of Pfah¬ 
ler’s Car Distribution Direction No. 19 
(Norfolk and Western Railway Co.—Illi¬ 
nois Central Railroad Co.) and good 
cause appearing therefor: 

It is ordered , That: 

Pfahler’s Car Distribution Direction 
No. 19 be, and is hereby amended by 
substituting the following paragraph (4) 
for paragraph (4) thereof: 

(4) Expiration date. This direction 
shall expire at 11:59 p.m., November 13, 
1966, unless otherwise modified, changed, 
or suspended by order of this Commis¬ 
sion. 

It is further ordered , That this direc¬ 
tion shall become effective at 11:59 pm., 
October 23, 1966, and that this order 
shall be served upon the Association of 
American Railroads, Car Service Divi¬ 
sion, as agent of all railroads subscribing 
to the car service and per diem agree¬ 
ment under the terms of that agreement, 
and by filing it with the Director, Office 
of the Federal Register. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., October 
21,1966. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal] R. D. Pfahler, 

Agent. 

[F.R. Doc. 6&-11650: Filed. Oct. 25, 1960; 

8:47 a.m.] 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

[Docket No. 16909) 

MONTREAL-TAMPA/MIAMI CASE 
Notice of Oral Argument 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958, as amended, that oral argument 
in the above-entitled case is assigned to 
be heard on November 10, 1966, at 10 
a.m., e.s.t., in Room 1027, Universal 
Building, 1825 Connecticut Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C., before the Board. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., October 20, 
1966. 

[seal] Francis W. Brown, 

Chief Examiner. 

[Fit. Doc. 66-11640; Filed, Oct. 25, 

8:46 a.m.[ 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 31, NO. 208—WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 26, 1966 







FEDERAL REGISTER 


13781 


CUMULATIVE LIST OF PARTS AFFECTED—OCTOBER 

The following numerical guide is a list of the parts of each title of the Code of 
Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during October. 


3 CFR 


Page 


7 CFR—Continued 


Page 


12 CFR 


Page 


Proclamations: 

3749 . 12935 

3750 _ 12995 

3751.- 13197 

3752_ 13635 

Executive Orders: 

Sept. 24, 1847 (revoked by 

PLO 4100). 12950 

April 17. 1926 (revoked In part 

by PLO 4098). 12950 

10126 (superseded by 14 CFR 

73.87)__- 13422 

10154 (superseded by EO 

11313)_ 13417 

10558 (superseded by EO 

11313). 13417 

10686 (superseded by EO 

11313)_ 13417 

11122 (superseded by EO 

11307)_12917 

11215 (amended by EO 11309) . 13075 

11307 _ 12917 

11308 . 12919 

11309 . 13075 

11310 _13199 

11311 . 13413 

11312 _ 13415 

11313...._ 13417 

11314,. 13419 


4 CFR 

Ch H... 13381 

5 CFR 

213 . 12833. 

12937, 13113, 13465, 13521, 13695 

H*. 13521 

. 13521 

1700 .-. 13113 

6 CFR 

530 .-... 13747 

7 CFR 

5!. 13637 

.-. 13203,13527 

;.-. 13203 

. 13203 

2m. 13203 

.. 13747 

301. 130 35 

319.- 13W 

354 .—- 128 34 

..- 132 03 

.. 13581,13583-13588 

403.. “-“—-----—- 13588 

406 - 13588 

407 —--—— 13588 

408~~ 13588 

409 -—-- 13589 

701- 13589 

719. 13035 

.. 13204 

1316V, 13205, 13303,’ 

728 13465,13529 -13530,13589. 

729 . 13036 

12921,12940 


751- 13531 

777.__ 13502 

811__13133,13313 

813. 13589 

849.. 13695 

873 . 13748 

874 . 12940 

905.... 12835,13385 

906—. 13750 

908 . 12836, 13077, 13385, 13639 

909 . 13134 

910 - 12837, 13077, 13386, 13640 

915... 13135,13386 

932. 13171 

947- 13171 

958. 12940 

982. 13591 

984..... 13421, 13640 

989_ 13696 

993... 13037, 13751 

1004. 13751 

1038_ 13037 

1126—. 13641 

1421. 13078,13641 

1427... 13641,13696 

1443_ 12837 

1446_ 13207 

1475. 13532 

1490_ 12997 

Proposed Rules: 

52. 13551 

725.. 13242 

730. 12952 

909. 13174 

912. 13758 

929. 13136 

947 - 13758 

948 . 12953 

971 . 13551 

972 . 13394 

982.. 12954,13346 

984. 13005 

989... 13244,13552 

991. 13394 

993 . 13136 

994 _ 13090 

1005 ... 12845, 13090, 13726 

1006 - 13272 

1012... 13605 

1013. 13655 

1038- 12954 

1041.. 13136 


329. 

526... 

531... 

545... 

556.. 

561.. 

563. 

571... 

Proposed Rules: 

11 _ 

222 .... 


.- 12837 

.. 13039 

-. 13591 

12838, 12839, 13000 

. 13592 

. 13592 

. 13167 

- 13593 


13725 

12965 


13 CFR 

107 .-.. 13532 

121 .-. 12840 

Proposed Rules: 

121. 12849, 12924, 13353, 13758 


14 CFR 


11-. 13697 

21.-. 13387 

37 . 12941 

39. 12921. 13167, 13521, 13751 

47. 13313 

61.— 13522 

63. 13522 

65-. 13522 

71- 12840. 


12921, 12943, 13038. 13039, 13115, 
13207, 13314, 13315, 13389, 13390, 
13421, 13422, 13466, 13525, 13641, 
13698,13699. 


73- 12922, 12944, 13115, 13422, 13699 

91. 13525 

95-.—.-. 12944 

97- 13116, 13316, 13594, 13642 

122 ...-. 13078 

143 ..- 13522 

151—. 13423 

208.. 12947 

295. 12948 

378. 12948 

Proposed Rules: 

39-- 12924,13554 

61. 13554 

71. 12925, 13481, 13669, 13725 

73-. 12925 

75..13176 

91. 13352 


15 CFR 


1067_ 


1069... 

13091 

1102_ 


1103_ 


1106_ 

_ 13607 

1126_.. 


1205-... 

13478 

Ch.XI_ 


8 CFR 

211. 


212_ 


9 CFR 

78.... 


97_ .. 



230- 13167, 13390, 13752 

372 .. 13040 

373 ..... 13040 

374 . 13040 

379.. 13040 

382. 13040 

385. 13040 

398—. 13040 

399.. 13040. 13699 

16 CFR 

13. 12937, 

12938, 13078-13080, 13208, 13209, 
13337,13423,13753. 

15-... 13210, 13423, 13754 

Proposed Rules: 

303. 13353 
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17 CFR 


Page 


200 . 


13533 


18 CFR 

141.. 

154_ 

204_ 

Proposed Rules 

141_.. 

260_ 


13593 

13720 

12840 


13557 

13557 


19 CFR 

1_ 12938, 13080, 13390, 13721, 13755 

4____ 13424, 13755 

13__._ 13722 

Proposed Rules: 

12. 12964 

20 CFR 

404—.-. 13126,13533 

405.. 13424, 13456, 13534 

602_.. 13466 

21 CFR 

3. 13537 

8.....— 12840 

17_ 12949 

27—. 12949 

51. 12950 

53.. 12840 

120-. 13210 

121_ 12841, 13128, 13474, 13475, 13722 

146_ 12841 

146a. 13723 

148k—...-.— 13603 

Proposed Rules: 

19_ 13005 

121_ 12849 

130. 13347 

191. 13006 

22 CFR 

41 . 13080 

42 . 13080 

50_ 13537 

51— .—. 13540, 13654 

52— . 13546 

53— . 13546 

23 CFR 

Ch. H.13128 


29 CFR Pa * e 

462. 13001 

512_13211 

Proposed Rules: 

40.13174 

1207. 13176 


31 CFR 

520__— 13001 


32 CFR 


I _ 13326 

2-. 13329 

3_ 13329 

4_. 13330 

7. .-__ 13331 

8. . 13332 

II .-.. 13332 

13_ 13336 

15.—__ 13336 

18..- 13337 

156_ 13642 

855. 13081 

1001 . 13217 

1002 _ 13217 

1003 _ 13217,13547 

1004 _13217 

1007. 13218, 13547 

1010-_ 13219 

1012 _ 13548 

1013 . - 13219 

1017_ 13220 

1018—. 13220 

1030. 13220 

1053-_ 13220 

1054_ 13220 


32A CFR 

Ch. XV: 

FRS Reg. V.... 13444 

Proposed Rules: 

Ch. X_ 12924,13050 


33 CFR 


84_ 13647 

202_ ..13129 

203 . 13647 

204 .. 13129, 13445, 13647 

36 CFR 

311_. 13313 

326...— 13172 


24 CFR 

5.. 13081 

203. 13000 

220-. 13000 

221.-.. 13000 

232.- 13000 

234_ 13000 

1000_ 13000 

25 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

131_ 13605 

221. 13242 

26 CFR 

147_.-.—. 13723 

177. - 13443 

507. - 13466 

Proposed Rules: 

1. 12843,12845,13091,13242 

28 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

5-. 13343 


37 CFR 



i . 


12922 

4_ 


... 13648 

38 CFR 




2 ...—- 13548 

3 .. 13088, 13172, 13390, 13446 

14____- 13548 

36.__ 13003 


39 CFR 

822___ 

Proposed Rules: 


43___ 


41 CFR 

5-12..-.— 


9-1..-.— 

.. 13046 

9-2__ 

. 13046 

9-3_-. 

_ 13046 

22-1-. 

_ 13001 


42 CFR 

22. 12939 

52. 13445 

43 CFR 

5430. 13446 

Public Land Orders: 

1195 (revoked in part by PLO 

4099)- 12950 

3152 (revoked in part by PLO 

4 104)-- 12951 

3584 (revoked in part by PLO 

4104)- 12951 

4094 (corrected)_ 13473 

4097 - 12950 

4098 - 12950 

4099 .. 12950 

4100 - 12950 

4 101-- 12951 

4102 -- 12951 

4103 - 12951 

4104 -- 12951 

4105—__ 13549 

45 CFR 

6 -- 12842 

7 -- 12842 

8 -- 12842 

170- 13220 

46 CFR 

12__ 13649 

510.... 13650 

Proposed Rules: 

2 __ 12860 

24__ 12860 

30__ 12860 

70__ 12860 

90__ 12860 

110 _ 12860 

175. 12860 

188__ 12860 

189__ 12860 

190__ 12860 

191__ 12860 

192_ 12860 

193__ 12860 

194 _ 12860 

195 _ 12860 

196 __ 12860 


47 CFR 

0 13473 

1 . 13228. 13593 

2 _ 13230 

15... ........ .........._ 13391 

73_ 132 34. 132 37, 13474, 13653.13755 

83. 13653 

91 13230 

99 __ _ 13230 


Proposed Rules: 


31 

33 

73. 


12965, 13245. 13246. 


13244 

13244 

13481 


49 CFR 

7_ 

71-79_ 


13448 

13758 


Proposed Rules: 

Ch. I_ 

95-97-. 


13392 

13393 


50 CFR 

32- 


12939, 13003, 13004. 13048, 3049, 
130 88, 13 130, 13240, 13241 133«. 
13447, 13475, 13549. 13550. 13W 
33_ 12939, 13391, 13447, 13475, 135’“ 



































































































































































